government of INDIA 
archaeological SURVEV op INDIA 

archaeological 

library 


accession no._/ 3_7^5"- — - 

CALX. No. _ 696 / I 


Q, 



















THE SOCIAL AND 

POLITICAL SYSTEMS 
OF 

CENTRAL POLYNESIA 



W THRSK F0l.VHR$ 
VOLUME II 




CAMBRIDGE 

UNIVIBStTT rKBBt 
LON0^4| Fatter Lan* 



NiwYont 
TTm Macmillan Cow 

Bombat. Cau:vita and 
MADBAa 

Klaanlllan aod CtA.Ltd. 
Tommto 

Hm Mactndlan Co. of 
Canada. Ltd.'j 

Tokto 

Manocn.Kabuahlld'ICalaha 
AH Righu t w rra d 




THE SOCIAL AND 
POLITICAL SYSTEMS 

■■ -• 

CENTRAL POLYNESIA 

BV 

ROBERT W. WILLIAMSON, M.Sc. 

AUTHOR OF THE MA LULU MOUNTAIS 
PEOPLE OF BRITISH SEIF GUINEA 

13725 


IN THREE PX>LUMES 
VOLUME II 



CAMBRIDGE 

AT THE UNIVERSITY PRESS 
1924 





'A 




A 


n 

ni. 







ERRATA 


VOLUMB II 


p. 4a, L 29. For Athi read Aitu 

p. 62, 1 . 27. For Karike read Karilui 

p. 82, U. 39-40. For hejremdal read befreundrt 

p. 94, U. 34 and 39. For Tuimalealu'ifano read Tuinaalealt'ifancT' 

p. 1^, I. 13. For Vovto read Vavmu 

p. 197, 1 . 19. For Mau-ulu-biko-toCa read Mau*ulu*beiu>>tofa 




nUKTID IN CUAT BIUTAIN 




CONTENTS OF VOLUME II 


Chap, 

3frv» SOCIAL ANO LOCAL GROUPING 

3CV. SOCIAL AND LOCAL CROUFING (THE MARAE A& A SOCIAL 
CENTRE) - ^ ^ . 


Pagf 

I 

60 


XVI. mTRILlNEAL DESCENT 

XVIL EXOGAATT.. * , 

XVIII. SPECIAL RELATJONSHIP MATTERS ASD TERMS (PREUMINARY 
AND SAMOA) 

XIX. SPECIAL RELATIONSIUP MATTERS AND TERMS (OTHER 

ISLANDS, AND OBSERVATIONS) . . » . , 

XX. TOTEMISM (PRELIMINARY AP«) SAMOA) , * , , 

XXL TOTEMI5M (OTUBR ISLANDS) 

XXtI. TOTEMISM (SPIRITS OF THE DEAD BECOMING OR ENTERING 
INTO ANIMALS, AND OBSERVATIONS) , ^ , 

XXJJL CLAN BADGES 

XXIV, THE SOCIAL CHARACTER OF WAR * . * , » 

XXV* THE CHIEFS .******,, 
XIVI* THE MIDDLE AND LOWER CLASSES * , * , . 

XXVH. PRIESTS AND SORCERERS *.*.., 

XIVIIl, COUNCIL MEETINGS. 


87 

124 

H 7 

178 

217 

252 

304 

3 i 7 

329 

356 

366 

405 

441 





■■ ”^S4 a-'V 


! 


itt. 


:^'rif 


a" «- ■»«■ 

. iiC y-Hs 


'■w'. 


Si' 


■-'5r 


> • 


-k 




^ r 


fV 






V, -c* 


piv 


M I 


cA: 


l^‘ 


:^5] 


jr'AP 


.- i ? Jv 


V». h^'' 

pn 


t^j 


r> . 




r • "5 ■■ 

SSi ■ l^laslfc 


■'ti 






« I 




4 I 






- ^ • 


5. 




CHAPTER XIV 

SOCIAL AND LOCAL GROUPING 


PRELIMINARY 

1 PROPOSE, in discussing social and local grouping, to 
adopt the defined terminology suggested on p. 144 0/ the 
fourth edition of Notes and Queries on Anthropology (London, 
1912), as, though 1 do not know to what extent mis has been 
accepted by ethnologists generally, it suits my present purpose. 
As here defined, social groupings fall into two classes; in the 
one, people are bound together by ties of kinship, either real 
or fictitious, including the family in the European sense, or 
larger groupings of relatives; in the other they are bound by a 
tie of some other kind, such as the common possession of a 
totem, or common descent from some mythiciil or historical 
ancestor; sometimes groupings intermediate between the two 
classes may be found. Local groupings are dependent on the 
common habitation of a house, hamlet, village or district* 
Sometimes the social and local ctouds coincide, as when a 
totemic clan occupies a village or hamlet of its own. 

There are a few matters to be considered, as afiectmg 
Polynesia generally, as to which 1 will say a word or two before 
entering into the consideration of the grouping* 

The reference to fietiiious kinship must be borne in mind in 
connection with Polynesia, The subject of adoption cannot be 
discussed here; but I may say that a child, and, indeed, an 
adult, belonging to one social group, might be adopted into 
another group, and thereupon become, sneaking generally, an 
actual member of that group — just as much, or almost so, as he 
or she would have been if his or her claim to membership were 
based upon blood relationship. Then, again, I think that if a 
male of one social group married a female of another, and she 
came to live with him and his people, she was commonly regarded 
as being in a way, and to a certain extent, a member of his and 
their group, or as belonging to it in a sense; though they did not 
lose sight of her different origin. As regards what is spoken of 
as real kinship, I must say in advance that, whilst systems of 
matrilineal descent of blo^, or traces of them and of exogamy 
are found in some of the islands, succession to the name or title 
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2 SOCIAL AND LOCAL GROUPING 

of a social group was mainly patrilineal; and therefore the dis¬ 
tinction between maternal and paternal relationship does not 
appear to have been nearly so closely recognized as it would 
be among people with more archaic social sy^stems, and a true 
brother and sister relationship between the children of a father 
of one social group by wives of different groups would commonly 
be recognized. 

The actual investigation of the systems of grouping is 
rendered difficult by the intermixtures, sometimes extensive, 
w'hich had taken place between the social groups, both great 
and small, and which sometimes make it hard to show' that the 
occupants of a riven geographical area were, or had been, a 
social group, although there is reason for believing that this 
was so. The children and later descendants of a marriage 
benveen persons of two different groups might live and become 
established in the home of either the male or the female 
ancestor; and, whilst they would, I think, commonly be re¬ 
dded as belonging to the social group among which they 
lived, and which would have, as it were, absorbed them— 
especially so, perhaps, if it was the group of the male ancestor, 
even though ffieir rank of blood might be regarded as derived 
from their female ancestor—this W'as not necessarily so; and it 
was sometimes a matter of uncertainty and arrangement whether 
the children of a marriage should be regarded as belonging to 
the CToup of their father or that of their mother, and often, I 
think, they were recognized as belonging to both groups, and 
this dual connection would, or might be, handed down to 
their descendants. It follow's that a family—a term which 
might often include a large body of people—might be treated 
as belonging to a group other than that with whom they 
were living; and the recognition of this fact might well mili¬ 
tate against the recognition of what was fundamentally a 
social system of grouping. So also in the case of an adopted 
person, whilst he was a member of the group into which he 
had been adopted, I do not think that he necessarily lost his 
right of membership of his group of origin. I draw attention 
to these sources of confusion—there are, I think, other sources 
»**ustrate the difficulty, and perhaps often the im¬ 
possibility , of demonstrating systems of social grouping in cases 
where app^cntly it prevailed substantially. 

The subjm of clans (I am using this term nithout reference 
to the question of exogamy) obviously enters into that of social 
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and local grouping, a$ indeed a clan is 3 social group; but I 
have decided, as a matter of convenience, to deal with the 
subjects separately, confining myself for the present to the 
mere question of grouping, and dealing separately in later 
chapters with one or two matters which are commonly recog¬ 
nize as being attributes or ideas or practices of clans. Then, 
again, there are the subjects of matnlineal descent, exogamy, 
totemism, and special relationship matters, the powers, privi¬ 
leges and duties of chiefs and heads of groups, the council 
meeting or parliament, and succession and inheritance, the in¬ 
vestigation of each of which may from dme to time throw light 
upon the question of grouping; indeed there is hardly a subject 
dealing with the soci^ and political systems of Polynesia w'hich 
does not touch it directly or indirectly. It is obvious therefore 
that, as It is out of the question to deal with all these matters 
here, the present discussion can only be general and incomplete. 
I will begin it with considering the grouping in Samoa. 

SAMOA 

We have seen that each of the three main divisions of Upolu 
was a distinct self-governing area, as also was the Manu'^an 
group of islands; that inside these larger areas, and in the 
islands of Savai'i and Tutuila there were a number of self- 
governing districtswhilst these w'ere dirided into self-governing 
village districts, which again were subdivided into self-governing 
\illages composed of domestic family households; and we have 
to ascertain, so far as may be possible, whether the tie w’hich 
bound together the people of these various areas, great and 
small, was, in the main, social or local. In quoting several 
authorities with reference to the matter we cannot be sure that 
the meanings of the terms districts, villages, etc,, used by them 
are necessarily identical with those used by me, or indeed that 
the)' all use them with the same meanings. 

Stuebel says that each family had its maim or head, with 
w'hom the family name had always been connected; and that a 
large family h^a puimrtga or divisions, standing by themselves, 
each of which had its matai^ whilst over the whole family stood 
the matai sili or superior head. He refers to the varying extent 
in different villages of the power and rule of a matai j| 7 i; but 
says that the government of the or chief town of the 

district was set over all. In the immediate context he speaks of 
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Alcipata, Safotulafai^ Leulumoenga, Lufitufi and others as 
villages^* It is clear from this last reference that his ‘‘village" 
isj or includes, what I am calling a “village district”—indeed 
Aleipata is* as we have seen^ included by Kramer in what I 
am calling districts. 

According to von Biilow, each Samoan village consisted of 
several \illage divisions oreach of which was composed 
of families connected vvith each other through relationship, the 
occurrences of war, and a conset^oent common necessity for 
protection, or through other contingencies. Each familv was 
governed by the head of the family, the bearer of the family 
name, but he discussed matters beforehand with the members 
of the family- Th<tjuaiala was governed by the matai or head 
of one of the families belonging to it, who, however, could only 
make regulations in aepreement with its other maiai. The \iilage 
was governed by the heads of the collective juaiaia^ w ho, how'- 
ever, yielded precedence in their councils to an appointed 
member, who owed his post either to election, or in some cases 
to tradition^. 

Kramer says that in Samoa the family was the basis of the 
state and one might therefore call Samoa a “family state.” 
Ever)" increase in the family, either through marriage or 
adoption, but particularly through birth, was greeted wim joy, 
especially in the case of the families of the more powerful 
chiefs, w'hich thereby attained greater powerThe general 
name for a family was ainga^ and its head, who bore the family 
name, was cnllcd maiai. If the family was very large it was 
divided up into sub-families, w-hich were called ititamga or 
puiaiaga^. In that case the head of the parent famil)'^ was called 
matai sili (principal head of the family), to distinguish him 
from the maim of the branches, wLo were ail under the rmtid 
Kramer frequently speaks of a family in some village, 
^411 age district, or district of Samoa as being ait^a of one of 
the big families, thereby meaning that it was a branch of it" 
and he sometimes refers to one of these local families as being 
ainga to more than one ^eat family, thereby meaning that ft 
w"as a branch of each of them, a situation \vhich would, of 
course, be extremely common, 

^ Stut^be], p* 107. 

’ Von Balow, vol. uocxiii, p. ^75. = 5J_ 

* * dictintwiy the meaning of iiu is said to be ttdf, ^ 

rc^rn an is a eidc bnmch of the parei:it truntt, Pratt ipp 

to ft famiiy living under the aaroe roof. * Ktamer^sX 


I. 

may perhiipi 
lies the term 
^•ol. I,p, 476 .. 
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According to a translation in the Jourmt of the Polynesian 
Society of Schult^*s account of the matter, the Samoan race was 
divided, like a clan, into ainga or families, which again were 
split up into groups or branches. If a family spread into several 
villages, the total of the members in one village was called 
Juaifale. Within the same village the larger branches were 
called ituainga and the smaller puiainga^ whilst by the term 
faletama was understood all the children of one pair of parents 
(ne, full brothers and sisters). At the head of every branch 
stood the nuitmt or head of the family. One of these was the 
chief, or rruitm silt of the whole clan. Every matai had a name 
— ingoa^ sttafa — ^which was handed down from generation to 
generation. The matai of the family branches were either 
subservient to the rule {pule) of the rnatai silt, or had their owti 
pule. This depended upon their origin, which varied in different 
families, and was generally to be traced back to the decree of 
the founder of the family, or some other ancestor^. 

Ella explains the social organization of Samoa as follows. 
“ The several tribes were constituted by the families, who were 
lineal descendants of the original possessors of the countr)% 
probably conquerors of an earlier race, who were extinct or 
driven out before them. These tribes were at first pure and 
distinct ^ but in course of time some amalgamated, and others 
were divided by certain families separating from their respective 
tribes, and forming distinct tribes under the elders or leaders 
of the secession. This latter change occasionally arose from 
family quarrels, but chiefly through emigration to found settle¬ 
ments in other parts of the country. These emigrants retained 
their fealty to the head chief of the original tribe, and were 
governed bv him in time of war, or in any important move¬ 
ment; in other respects they w'ere indepenclent, and under the 
control of their own appointed head 

The difference of terminology used by these writers, and 
the uncertainty as to whether they all mean the same thing by 
the same term, even if used by each of them with precision, 
and the further doubt arising from the fact that (except in the 
case of Ella) we are only dealing with translations from the 
original German, make it impossible to co-ordinate the accounts 
with any confidence that we are doing so correctly. The 
followHng tabulated statements, hovvever, represent what seems 
to me to be the probable comparative explanation. 

* JDE,p.43. ’ Elia, 6391. Cf.vol. vi,p,5y&. 


6 SOCIAL AND LOCAL GROUPING 

My tenmnoli^ (to be uied oa a. basis for comparison) 

1, Domt^c household, 
z. VillagE. 

3, Village district, containing several villages* 

4, District, containing several village districts, 

Stuehel 

Not specifically referred to* (Perhaps included in z*) 

Pttiam^ or divisiona of a large family, with their matax. 

The whole of that family (occupying a village) with its matm $iU. 
District, with its tufnuti, or chief town (he evidently n.ges the term 
tumua as applicable to any governmental village)* 

Von Biiloa 

Family, with its head. 

Fitiiiala or village division, composed of conneeicd families, with 
the head of one of those fanvilies as its matax. 

Vilbije, governed by heads of collectiveone of whom had 
precedence. 

Not mentioned* 


]. 

2. 

4 - 


j. 

3. 


Kramer 


1* Not specifically referred to* (Perhaps included in 2.) 

2. {tMmnsa or puioinga (branch of large or family), with its marax\ 

3. 1 tie whole of that ainga^ with its matai ttii. 

4. Not mentioned* 

Schultz 

1. Nat specifically referred to* (Perhaps included in 2 ) 

2. or puioinga, bnmeh of the mnga or family with its maiaL 
3* I he whole Oliver family occupying the entire village, called ftiolfate 

a “f a still larger family), with its matai sih\ 

4* I nat larger family spread over several villages. 

These tabulated statements are merely intended to co- 
ordinate,JO far as possible, the particulars given by the several 
writers; but I will now tabulate my conception, based partly 
on those particulars, and partly upon other matters that have 
alriady appeared and will appear hereafter, of the eeneral 
^cio-political structure of these self-governing areas, adrmttina 
however, that, so far as Its social efiaracter is concerned mv 
constructton of the matter must only be regarded broadk?^ 
and subject to qualifications. I think that tfe entire system 
was m the mam. and looking at it in this way, onrof^wS 

I may call graduated social, local, self-government ■ and adorn 
mg my own terminology, I describe^t, as I undTrstand it' 

of inchdi 
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bearer of the name of the family, in consultation more or less 
>vith other members. 

z. The village a collection of related dom^tic f ami lies ^ 
forming a consanguine family* Its affairs were managed by 
the village fono (council meeting), the persons taking part in 
w^hich were the ofEdal heads—owners of the names—of the 
constituent domestic families* At the head of this fono was the 
official head of one of these domestic families, who w^ould also 
be the official head—owner of the name—of the consanguine 
family which constituted the village. 

3. The village district was a collection of related villages, and 
may, perhaps, be regarded as an enlarged consanguine family. 
Its affairs were managed by the jono of the village district. The 
persons taking part in this were, apparently, the official heads 
of the constituent domestic families of the constituent villages. 
Only one of these w*OLild, however, be entitled to speak on 
behalf of each village, this one being, as I CTther, commonly, 
though apparently not necessarily, the official head of the 
village. At the head of this fono was the official head of one of 
these villages, w’ho would ^so be the official head—owner of 
the name—of the enlarged consanguine family which con¬ 
stituted the village district. 

4. The district was a collection of related village districts. 
Its affairs were managed by the Jom of the district. The persons 
taking part in this were, apparently, the official heads of the 
constituent villages of the constituent village districts. Only 
one of these would, however, be entitled to speak on behalf of 
each village district, this one being, as I gather, commonly, 
though apparently not necessarily, the official head of the 
village district. At the head of this fono was the official head 
of one of these village districts, who would also be the official 
head — owmer of the name — of the social group which con¬ 
stituted the district. 

As regards my references to the fono^ though the repre¬ 
sentative characters of the people entitled to take part in them 
and of those entitled to speak is undoubted, it must be under¬ 
stood that the evidence concerning the regulations as to the 
specific people who might do this is not exact, and it is 
possible that the regulations themselves were neither exact nor 
universal. I am only stating here, for the purpose of illustrating 
the general social relationship between the various political 
areas, small and large, what appears to have been, broadly 
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speaking, the practice at Samoanjfowo*. It must be understood, 
as regards actual speaking, that chiefs would commonly do this, 
not personally, but by the mouths of their official orators. 

Concerning the social chamcter of the relationship bct^veen 
the people of these closely-neighbounng areas, I draw attention 
to some of the statements of the writers whom I have quoted* 
It IS, I think, pretty clear that Stuebel regards the relationship 
as social. So does Kramer. So also does Schulta—indeed he 
refers to the common ancestor. So too does Ella, though he 
refers to amalgamations of distinct tribes,*' Von Biilow refers 
to the connection between the families composing a fuaiah as 
hamg been that of relationship, or based upon war and the 
consequent need for protection, or on other contingencies. 
Ella’s reference to amalg^tion is probably based mainly upon 
the consequences following intermarriages bemeen members 
of different groups, whose children and descendants might 
belong to both groups; but von Buiow's reference to connec- 
nons based gn war and the consequent need for protection 
touches another subject, and perhaps Ella does so also to a 
certain extent. Schultz says that a family or branch thereof 
could be p aced either by compulsion or by freewill under the 
power (pu/e) of an unrelated family. The first ease was the 
result of war, by which one of the parties was subjugated The 
other took place when one family put itself under the protection 
of another from fear of subjugation, and he illustrates this bv 
the case of a matai, who was pursued by the revenee of an 
jsnera^ and would take refuge with another, and so save his 
me. He had, however, to hand over his name and pule to his 
protector, who would return the name, but keep the pule, and 
the family which thus forfeited its independence was thence- 
to^ regarded as the property of its protectors*. Von Buiow’s 
contingencies is perhaps based upon the fact 
that kinship b^ cen members of a social group might be what 
the iVoter and Qutria' definition calls •• fictmous," includinere- 

lationship trough adoption and matrimonial matters. I tWnlt 

however, this question of war and protection may be rcearded 
as incidental and not fundamental, and that, so far at all wents 
as these local weas are concerned, the effect of the eencral 
evidence up to this point has been to indicate that the 
in was fundamentally and mainly of a social chmetw. ^ 

SAultt. vol.«. pp, Cf. von Balow. GUAm. vol. ucmii, p. 
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It is dear from the information given by Kramer concerning 
the distribution in different parts of Samoa of the wdI-known 
families that one dilate of a village district might be the home 
of one of these families or a branch of it, whilst another was 
the home of another family or a branch of it. There was there¬ 
fore a certain amount of local family intermixture which might 
seem at first sight to point to local grouping. I do not, however, 
believe for a moment that separate families, or sections of them, 
acting independently of each other, bad plumped themselves 
down in the same local area^ or that one had done so in the 
area of the other, as such an act would be at variance with 
Samoan ideas, and would probably give rise to fighting. My 
conception of the usual explanation of the matter is that the 
tillages of a given village district were originally occupied by 
family A ; that a member of an outside family By after\vards, as 
the result of intermarriage with a member of family Ay estab¬ 
lished a sub-family in the village district; and that this sub¬ 
family and its descendants were ultimately the occupiers of a 
newly-formed village of the village district. This sub-family and 
its descendants would be in a sense an ainga or branch, not only 
of the family from ^vhich they had sprung, but also of the family 
in whose village district they were lining, the connecting tie with 
the latter being one of actual kinship, based on the marriage 
of which they w^ere descendants, though the main relationship 
would probably be that with the family of the male ancestor. 
They were thus, as it were, incorporated with and formed, in a 
greater or less degree, part of the original family of the village 
district. This seems to me to be the most reasonable and 
probable explanation of the matter^. I have, however, tried to 
put this explanation to a test by an investigation of some of the 
extensive and detailed family information provided by Kramer, 
more especially in his genealogical trees and in his particulars 
as to the ceremonious greetings'* offered to distinguished 
persons entitled to take part in the/ono, or parliaments, of the 
various ar^s, great and small, and his explanatory notes on 
those greetings, and his notes with reference to the villages; this 
being material from which it is possible to dig out a good deal 
of useful comparative information. In a genei^ way it may be 
said that the genealogical trees and the greetings given by 

^ Thi! object of 4 udi a mamage would ramcrimeSi, as we shii!l b« hercsfwr. 
be tl« de$irc of family B to sectue the lupport of ^mily A in ciute of war; atid 
this u perhaps another subject which von B 4 low has m caind in referring to 
War. 
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Kramer indicate that the spreading of branches of a family to 
places distant from its mam seat appears to have come about 
usually through marriages of members of the main line \v\th 
women belonging to the distant village districts; and it is the son 
by such a marriage who seems usually to have been regarded as 
the founder of the new branch* This would lead one to ex~pect 
that in rill age districts w here there were two or more farnllies 
of chiefs these families w'ould be more or less actually related 
to each other, or—supposing the new-comer married a woman 
of a minor family liring imder the protection of a great chief 
—would be regarded as related according to native ideas. 
A comparative investigation of Kramer's information and his 
comments on it seems to make it dear that geographical com¬ 
binations for governmental purposes also of apparently separate 
families, occupying villages of the same village districts, w'ere 
due, not to a system of local grouping, but to definite social 
relationships between them. Some specific examples of this 
will be found in later pages. 

Any social group would naturally have its central home,, 
which might or might not be its original or ancestral home, but 
which would probably be the place of residence of the head of 
the CToup, the bearer of its utle or name. .4s the group ex¬ 
panded numericallv, it would spread geographically, and the 
natural course, if the group were not hedged in, as it were, by 
other groups, would be for this spreading to be effected by the 
formation of branch groups, collected round the central group 
in an enlarged home belonging to all of them. This, however, 
would not n^essarily be so. There might not be the necessary 
space; some internal dispute might bring about a migration of 
a mcrnbcr of the group with his immediate relations to a new 
home in another part of Samoa; the marriage of a member of 
the group with a spouse in another part of Samoa might lead 
m the foundation of a branch group geographically separated 
from the central home; a member of the group might from 
mere rest essness and wish for change, or for some other reason 
mi wate elsewhere. Changes and developments of this character 
undoubtedly occurred, and e^hdently had done so during a 
very long period; and we thus have material for examining?as 
regards specific groups, the social relationship between the 
parent ^oup and its branches under the two conditions of 
geographical proxinruty and separation, 

I will begin the maner by considering the three great div 
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of Aana, Atua and Tiiamasanga, in the island of Upola, and 
the islands of the Manu^an group. Each of these four geo¬ 
graphical areas had, as we have seen, its reigning family of 
kings, as f have called them; and I shall tty* by means of a 
series of separate pmpositions, to show that in each case the 
grouping of the division appears to have been fundamentally 
social in character. 

The luiaafiHt finatuaf Malietoa and tuimoFiiia were the 
sovereigns of the geographical divisions of Aana, Atua, Tua- 
masanga and Manuka. This fact is rendered abundantly clear 
by a study of the history of the islands, and the prefix tui- (lord) 
indicates it; but it is iHustrated by such incidental statements 
as that, made by Kramer, that when a king, insulted as such, 
declared war against another district, as for example iuiaana 
against Tuamasanga, the tuiaana might be assured that his 
whole land of Aana would give him muitarv semce^. Another 
feature of the political system was that each of these four geo¬ 
graphical divisions was a defined governmental area, having 
its own Jono for the whole division, as distinguished from the 
lesser fono of its districts, village districts and villages. 

It thus appears that the governmental divisions of Aana, 
Atua, Tuamasanga and Manua, each under the management of 
its /i»io, or parliament, w'ere geographically identical with the 
dominions under the sovereignty of the ancestral families of 
kings with whom they were associated; and as this w'as not 
merely a recent coincidence of area, but had evidently, as 
appears from the traditions and history, ahvays been the case, 
subject as reg^ds Tuamasanga, to the relatively recent date of 
the Maliteoa line, we have a definite basis upon which to found 
our investigation of the character of the grouping of the people 
in those divisions. 

In the first place, the seats of government of the areas were 
also the official residences of their kings. Thus the seat of 
government of Aana was the village district of Leulumoenga; 
and here was situate the crowm land where the tuimna lived-. 
The seat of government of Atua w'as the i^llage district of 
Lufilufi; and the crown land in which the tuiatua lived was 
situate there^. The village district of Tau, in the island of Tat*, 
was the seat of government of the Manuka islands; and it w as 
the residence of the tmmmm*a^. The old seat of government of 

® Ihid^ p. J 52 , 

* /wy, p, 367* 


^ Kt^er, SJ. vol, i, p. 10. 
■ /fttrf, p. 270. 
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Tuamasanga had been the village district of Malie; but it had, 
as the result of the warfare with which the Tonumaipe^a 
people and their war goddess Nafanua were so closely con¬ 
nected, and which led to the establishment of the office of 
tufa* if a r been removed to the closely-adjoining village district 
of Afenga. Malie had been the place of residence of the 
Malietoa from olden times'. 

Ella says that it was the custom at a Samoan fono for the 
chief high^t in rank to be the first speaker, either in person or 
through his orator, unless he chose to cede that prerogative to 
another, generally the next in rank^; and we shall see in the 
chapter on council matings that he occupied a central position 
facing the people, evidently being, nominally at all events, the 
president of the meeting* just as he w'as at a kava party. This 
would doubtless be the custom, not only at fono of smaller areas, 
but at a/ono of all Aana, Atua, Tuamasanga or Manua, the king 
taking the central place of honour by virtue of his official rank 
and position. I do not mean to imply by all this that the king 
or chief performed the active duties of a president, as this would 
generally be done by the orator chiefs or orators who acted as 
his spokesmen, that being the wav in which chiefs usuallv 
placed their views before a fano. ^ 

I shall show' that it was the custom for the/ono of a village 
dis^ct or district to be held at the village or village district 
vv^ich was regarded as its governmental centre, and for the 
official orators [tulafale) or orator chiefs {tulafak airt) of that 
place, acting nominally, and sometimes more or less actually, 
on behalf of the chief or king, according to the extent of his 
power, to call the meeting, and to have the conduct of it, 
acting, ^ it were, as chairmen, delivering the opening speech] 
and. It is said, deciding disputed knott\‘ points, summing up’ 
and finally dismissing the assembly, I gather from Kr^er 
tl^t these were all, m the case of a/ono of all Aana, Atua 
M^ua or 1 uamasanga, orator chiefs and not mere orators^ 

1 here ircre at Leulumoenga, the seat of government of the 
division of Aana nine great orator families who took this 
leading pan in the divisional form held there, each family 
^le^ng its member who was to represent it at the fono These 
f^hes constituted the bulk of the people of Leulumoenga 
They were the Sausi, Salevaonono, Sava^a, Samoa, 


Kitmer, SJ. vot i, p, ^14. 
Kr^ijncr, SJ. yoI, i, p. 


I.repou, 
Elk. AJl^.S. vol. vi, p. sq5. 
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Ilia'e, Niuapu, Sapini and FoJasaitu, By a traditional custom 
each of their representatives had the pnvilege of sitteng on a 
stool, whereas all others at the fono had to ^ content with a 
seat on the ground* Their importance is illustrated by the fact 
that in the long and formal greetings by which the work of the 
f&no was pr^ededj the first greeting having been given to the 
village district of Leulumoenga, first by name, and then under 
its ofiicial title of iutnmit the next greeting ivas offered to the 

House of the Nine,” as they were called ^ Similarly at a fono 
of the dhdsion of Atua, held at Lufilufi^ its seat of government, 
the lading part in the debate was taken by the orator repre¬ 
sentatives of sis families, Inu, Manuo, Tuoa, Fa'asau, Moefa^auo 
and Mata‘al'at and here again we find that the first greetings 
w'ere offered to Lufilufi by name and as chief council place of 
Atua^ and the next were given to the ” House of the Six”^* In 
the Manu'a islands the Joim was held at the village district of 
Tau, the place of government of the group. Here there w'ere 
three important orator families, called the “House of the 
Three,” and representing the three political districts of the 
island of Tau; and they were specially mentioned in the greet¬ 
ings of the Tau fono^. The situation in Tuamasanga was 
peculiar in consequence of the transfer of government, to which 
I have already referred, from Malie, the ancestral home of the 
Malietoa, to Afenga. Thpe were at Malie seven families, 
Toelupe, Lcupolu, Leapai, Tuloa, Tuliisumi‘i, Malingi and 
Saunia'au, called the “House of the Seven,” whose repre¬ 
sentative orators were apparently regarded as the important 
people at Malie, being specially mentioned in the formal 
greetings offered at the Malie /ono*. In theof all Tua¬ 
masanga, held at Afenga, we find a double ^eeting which, 
according to Kriimer’a explanation, includes first Afenga, as 
the seat of government, and secondly the Malietoa family and 
the “ House of the Nine 1 shall refer to this difference as to 
the number of fannlies presently. 

Now the importance for our present purpose of these par¬ 
ticulars of the proceedings at the fono of the four great di\isions, 
Aana, Atua, Manu'a and Tuamasanga, is the light which they 
throw upon the association bctivecn these divisions as admini¬ 
strative areas on the one hand and their titular kings and the 

' Tbfd, pp. 152, f+9. Th^ “grecdtsgj,” aa ihty are called, were the formal 
wdeomes offered to important people present at the /ona, and unpettaot families 
and places leprcsejited there* * Ibid. pp. 10, Z74^ zii* 

= Ibid. p. 36S. * Ibid. p. 225* ‘ Ibid. p. 132 . 
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families (this term being used in its widest sense) of those kings 
on the other. As regards internal matters—that is, in eflFect, 
matters other than war with people outside the division—the 
governing power in time of pwiacc lay largely, and sometimes 
in effect entirely or nearly so, in the hands of the orators^; in 
which latter term would be included these “ houses,” as they 
were called, and other orators entitled to take part in the fono. 
I have referred to the fact that the orators (I am including in 
this term, as Kramer does, the powerful orator chiefs) of the 
seat of government of a district sununoned and took the lead at, 
and controlled largely the fono of the district held at that seat; 
and this lead and control would in the case of the fono of any 
of these four great divisions be in the hands of these “ houses,*^* 
as they were called, of orator chiefs. And herein comes 
the connection between the civil administration of these geo¬ 
graphical areas and the families of their kings; for these orator 
families (“houses”) were in fact what I may call the “electoral 
colleges ” of the kings, whose duty it was to select a successor 
to the title out of the royal family. On the death of a tuiaana 
his successor was selected by tne “House of the Nine” at 
Leulumocnga*; the successor of a iuiatua was chosen by the 
“House of the Six” at Lufilufi*; a deceased tuimanu*a was 
succeeded by a candidate chosen by the “ House of the Three ” 
at Tau^; and it was, according to Kramer, the “House of the 
Nine ” in IMalie, together with the little island of Manono (at 
the w’estem point of Upolu) and the village district of SaJfotu- 
lafai, in the island of Savai‘i, that granted the Malietoa title®. 
I think that Kramer, or his printer, has made a slip in this last 
statement, and that his Nine should have been Seven, because, 
as w'c have seen, the “House” at Malie included only seven 
families, and I think that it w'as the inclusion of Manono and 
Safotulafai that increased from seven to nine the number of 
families referred to in the greetings of the fono of all Tuamasanga 
held at Afcnga. I have searched, without success, for some 
other possible explanation of the discrepancy; and so shall 
write on the assumption that mine is correct. Taking all this 
evidence as to election together, we are brought to the con¬ 
clusion that the electors 0? the kings were the principal con¬ 
trolling statesmen in matters affecting the internal affairs of the 
diWsions over which the jurisdictions of these kings extended. 

* Ktimer, SJ. vol. i, p, 10. • Ibid. * ruid 

* Ibid, p. 368 and note 2. ‘ Ibid. p. 238. 
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Th^ orator chiefs who elected the kings and had this great 
controlling power oyer those kings’ dominions were repre- 
senutiye heads bearmg the family names, of families, and the 
right of disposal of the utles passed down within those families 
from generation to generation'; their great importance is 
illustrated by Ellas statement that Leulumoenga,*Ae capital 
of AaM, was also distinguished by the title of iak-iva (nine 
hou^) denoting the nine principal chiefs who ruled there' and 
in a large me^ure directed the movements of the Aana district* 
It IS true that there were in Samoa groups of men. called 
moah 1 (to whom I shall refer in considering the middle and 
lower classes) anAJaktui (to whom I shall refer in considerine 
^uncil meeungs and powers of chiefs), who discussed amoni 
themselves quesUons of succession and imparted their wishra 
to the governing village — ij;. to the electors; but these people 
were evidenUy related socially to the chiefs, and the eketors 
do not wem to have been bound to carry out their wishes, for 
It IS said that even an appointment made by the previous chief 
in his Ufetime had to be sanctioned by the tutafak (the word 

generally)*: and an ap^intment 
by the electors themselves was not valid unless made unani- 
mously a regulation quite inconsistent with any idea of their 
merely having to carry out instructions given by others 
1 am in all this di^ussion trying to show the close connection 
bct\\een social kinship and the administration of the political 
areas of jurisdiction of these kings; because this obviously has 
an importpt bearing on the question of social eroupinB. This 
being so, it is clear that another link is required in my chain 
ot evidence; I must show that there was the connecting bond 
of soci^ kmship l^tween the kings and these groups of power¬ 
ful famihw who elected them, and had such great ^wer in the 
conduct of the affairs of their kingdoms. One meth^ of doing 
this would be to show that all these orator families werf 
branches of the royal lines; it would be satisfactory- to trace 
them out, one by one, and prove the relationship of each* but 
the great mass of detailed information with which Ki4mer 
unfortunately not sufficient to enable me to do 
^ ^ regards some of them; but the evidence 

would be worthless, unless such a preponderance of relation- 


P-- 597. 


* Ella, AJiJiS. vol. IV, p. 629. 
Kilmer, Giobus^ vol. ucxv, p. 187. 


Ibid. vol. VI, p. 597. 
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ship were actually proved as to justify an assumption that they 
were all related. I may say that I shall give reasons hereafter 
for thinking that the orators as a class were related to the chiefs 
as a class, and shall also, in discussing the granting of titles, 
introduce some evidence as to the relationship in Samoa between 
the chiefs and the people who granted their titles. 

There are, however, good general reasons for thinking that 
these electoral families were related branches of the royal 
families. In the first place, I would refer to Kramer’s observa¬ 
tion, already quoted, that the family was the basis of the state, 
and that Samoa might be called a family state; this observation 
accords completely uith the systems which his detailed in¬ 
formation discloses, and with the immense elaboration and 
minuteness wth which the trees of families, including their 
most distant and scattered branches, had been preserved by 
the people. The election of the official head, the bearer of the 
name or title, of a family or other social group, was, as we 
might almost assume, a purely family or group matter, and the 
electors were always members of the group. It would be in¬ 
consistent with the fundamental Samoan rules of succession, 
and would, to me, be inconceivable that the election of the 
great kin^ of Samoa would be entrusted to a number of 
officers whose right and duty was not based upon group kin¬ 
ship. Then again, if the right to elect the kings was not so 
based, upon what was it based? Who selected and appointed 
the electors? It must be remembered that the system which I 
have described was not confined to the election of these kings; 
it prevailed also for smaller family groups, and whatever may 
have been the social system under which it arose, it was un¬ 
doubtedly a widely spread one. Surely, if there had been some 
system, based upon geographical limits, upon common habita¬ 
tion, of appointing people to perform the duty of electing the 
chiefs and kings who were to reign over the areas within their 
jurisdiction, one or other of the writers on Samoa would have 
mentioned it; but not a word of any such system is referred to 
by any of them. Then once again, is it likely that under any 
such system the appointment of electors would take the form 
of entrusting the duties of election to groups of families, each 
of which was to retain the duty as a right, from generation to 
generation, and was to delegate its execution when occasion 
arose to a member of that family, selected by the family 
itself? 
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The evidence suggests therefore, not only that these kings 
were the official heads of the divisions over which they ruled, 
but that the main controlling power in the TOvemment of 
those divisions was vested in certain families, whose hereditary 
rights of control must, I think, have been based upon kinship 
with the kings, and not merely upon the fact that these people 
w’ere imi>ortant personages, resiaent in the geographical areas 
forming the kings’ dominions. If this was the case, then, so 
far as the government of these divisions was concerned, the 
basis of the system that prevailed was social rather than local. 

Tuamasanga, how’ever, provides us with some evidence of 
another character that this ri^ht of electing the kings, and 
taking part in the administration of their dominions, was a 
matter of family relationship and not merely of appointment 
by the members of a local group. We have seen that, according 
to my construction of Kramer’s statements, the election of a 
Malietoa rested, not only with the seven families in Malie, but 
with two other families in Manono and the village district of 
Safomlafai in Savai’i; and that they w^ere included in the 
greeting to the “House of the Nine’’ offered at the fono, held 
at Afenga, of all Tuamasanga, which shows that the repre¬ 
sentatives of these two outside village districts shared with the 
seven Malie representatives the control of the Jono of all Tua¬ 
masanga. How came it that these families of the island of 
Manono, and of Safotulafai in Savai‘i, were entitled to these 
rights in connection with the granting of the Malietoa title and 
the government of Tuamasanga? I think the answer is to be 
found in Kramer’s statement that they were a/n^a —that is 
branch families—of the Malietoa*; and, if so, we have an 
explanation of a matter which would otherwise be impossible 
to understand, and, I think, an example of a practice which 
can be redded as pointing definitely to social grouping. 

There is another matter that requires investigation. I have 
so far only contended that there was a kinslup connection 
between the kings and the orator chiefs who to such a large 
extent controlled the government of their dominions. These 
were not, however, the only people who did this; there were 
also the representatives of tne various districts and village 
districts who took part in the /ono, and it is necessary’ on tms 
account, and indeed it is so indej>endently of the question of 
government, that I should, if possible, give evidence pointing 
* Krflmer, SJ. vol. I, pp. 48, 160. Cf. Stevenson,/ootoot^, p. 28. 
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to a eeneral kinship relationship between the inhabitant of a 
division ruled over by a king. 1 think I can do this in the 
following i have already referred to statements by waters 
as to the family relationship between the inhabitants of villages 
and village districts. The official h^ds of the more important 
of the families occupying these villages and village dismcts 
would be the chiefs* and if 1 can connect the latter tog^her 
by proving their relationship to the kings, 1 shall, I think, have 
demonstrated the general social character of the tie which 
bound together the inhabitants of a division. The available 
evidence as to this is necessarily confined to ffie more imporMt 
titled families, concerning whom Kramer gives us the needfu 
information; but it may, I think, be assumed that most, at all 
events of the less important chiefs’ families^ were related 
branches of the more important families; and if this so, 
the evidence seems to be sufficient for our purpose. 

My line of argument may be tabulated broadly ^ follows. 
(0 The inhabitants of a village were related domestic families, 
and a village district was composed of socially related vdlag^; 
the evidence pointing to this has already been given, (z) ine 
class of the chiefs included men of various degrees of family 
rank and political importance; but the minor chiefs were 
relatives of the major chiefs. 1 am assuming this; but it is 
involved to a considerable extent in the social structure of the 
villages and village districts referred to above. (3 ) The families 
of the more important chiefs were related branches of the royal 
families; the evidence of this is about to be given. My in¬ 
tention is that, if these statements are correct, we may believe 
that there was a general tie of family relationship between the 

inhabitants of a dirision. r i- r ■ 

The following particulars relate to the great families of the 

dirision of Aana. 

There were, according to Kramer, four amga or branch 
families of the imaatut line, whose importance is illustrated by 
the fact that they were specially greeted by name at the/ono, 
held at Leulumoenga, of all Aana. These were the Satuala, the 
Taulangi, the Tauaana, and the Mavaenga^ There were other 
great Aana families also, to which 1 shall refer. 

The history of the Satuala family commences with the 
fui^ana Tamalelangi, whose daughter Salamasina succeeded 
him as iuiaam, and, as we have seen, w'as the first tafa'ifa of all 
* Kramer, SJ, vol. I, p. 144. 
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Samoa. Tamalelangi had by another wife—a woman of Faleata 
—a son TuaIa^ who was the founder of the Satuala family*. 
The chief seats in Aana of the family were in Fasito‘outa, 
Lcfanga, Satapuala, Faleasi'u and Nofoali’i; but they also dwelt 
in Lealatele and Amoa in Savai^i*. 

The history of the Taulangi family begins with tuiaana 
Faumuina (a great-grandchild of Salamasina)» one of whose 
wives was a woman of Amoa, in Savai*i, and she bore him a 
son Vaafusuanga'*, who married a woman of Fasito‘otai, and 
founded the Taulangi family*. The family seats in Aana were 
in Fasito‘otai and FSease‘eIa®. 

The Tauaana family seems to have been descended from the 
Tangaroa family of Falelatai in Aana, which Kramer thinks 
was probably connected with the great Tangaroa family of 
Savai‘i, already referred to*. In generation 26 of this Tangaroa 
family of Aana we find the birth of a son called Ta'au, and 
this is repeated in generations 27 and 28; and I imagine that 
the first three letters of the family name are a contraction of 
this name. The third of these successive sons, named Ta‘au, 
married a lady of the Satuala family, mentioned above®; and 
^parently it was through this Satuala connection that the 
Tauaana family became ainga to the Tuiaana*. Its family seat 
in Aana was Falelatai^®. 

The Mavaenga family w’as founded by the tuiaana Tamesese**. 
Their chief home was in Faleasi‘u, in Aana**. They also 
had Savai^ian settlements to which I shall refer in a later 
page. 

I cannot find that the title of the Lilomaiava family of Aana 
originated with the tuiaana; but the connection between the 
two families arose at an early date, through the marriage of 
Lilomaiava Nailevaiiliili, the son of the first holder of the title, 
with Samalaulu, daughter of the tuiaana Famuina, she be¬ 
coming the ancestress of the tuiaana Samalaulu line, and the 
Lilomaiava line being continued through her son**. It follows 
that ail subsequent holders of the title were directly descended 
from a daughter of a tuiaatuz. The Aana seat of the family was 

* Ibid. p. 169. • Ibid, pp. 169, 176. 

* Ibid. pp. 176, 178. Cf. Stucbcl, p. 95. * Ibid, pp, 170(9. 

• Ibid. pp. 171, 181. • Ibid. p. i8i. Cf. Stucbcl, p. 95. 

’ Ibid. pp. 186 so. and noU 2. • Ibid. pp. 187, 179. 

• Cf. Ibid. p. 180, note 2. 

*• Ibid. p. 149. Cf. Stucbcl, p. 95. 

“ Ibid. pp. 78, 179 (for his identification see p. *73); 

** Ibid. pp. 178 sq. ** Ibid. pp. 184 19., 170. 
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in Sangafili, and it had seats also in Paiauli and Safotu in 
Savai*i^. 

The Tuimaleall*ifano family was derived from tJie Tangaroa 
and Lilomaiava families, k was the same as the tuiaana 
Samalaulu family mentioned above, the latter having been an 
alternative name by which it ^vas called after the woman 
Samalaulu mentioned above-, who was the ancestress of the 
family®. It was therefore derived from a daughter of a tutaana. 
It acquired its special importance through connecdons with 
the fuiaana and Malietoa families. Its homes were in Faleob 
(in Batapuala) and Matanofo (m Falelatai), both in Aana^. 

The Leiataua family of the important little island of Manono 
were descended from Tolufale, the son of Pili by the daughter 
of tuiaana Tava'etele*, and so had an ancient imaana origin, 
I may say, without going into details and giving references, 
that at a later date Manono became an ainga of the Malietoa, 
and that its chiefs appear to have been connected originally 
more especiaUy with the iuimanda and the Tangamans, as I 
have called them. 

The Luatuanu*u family was apparently the chief family of 
Tufulele, on the border between Aana and Tuamasanga, on 
the north coast of Upolu®, It was related to the family of 
Alipia, the great orator chief of Leulumoenga, who was 
descended from the tuiaana and other great chiefs* families^, 

I have, I think, included in the above particulars all the 
important Aana families referred to by Kramer. \ do not doubt 
that by an extension of the 6eld of investigation and lengthening 
of this chapter I could dve similar particulars for Atua, 
Tuamasanga and Manuka; but it hardly seems necessary to do 
this, Aana being a good illustrative example. 

It will be noticed that some of these Aana families w'ere 
actually founded by past reigning tuiaam or their sons; chat 
others were descended from daughters of iuiaana^ or in the 
case of one family from a woman who was descended from a 
tuiaana ; and that in one case the character of the connection is 
not clear. It is ob\ious that in each case of a tuiaana ancestry 
there must have been some existing family with a member of 
which the ancestral imaana ^ or son or daughter of a tm'aana, 
married, and that this family may or may not have had a 

^ Kififnier, SJ. vol, 1, p, 183 siote i. ^ Ibid, p. 188. 

• Jbid. p. 1S5. * Ibid, p, 188. ‘ Ibid, p, 1^0. 

• Ibid. pp. 165. ^ Jbid. p, 
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previous tuiaana origin. The evidence therefore only proves 
the tuiaana ancestry of each of the families I have been dis¬ 
cussing back to a specific event, and not before then. There 
can be no doubt, however, that the tuiaana dated back to a 
very distant past; and there must have been a long period of 
time, during which they had been giring off, as it were, branch 
families, from which sub-branches had arisen, and so on. The 
natural, and probably the usual practice, would be for these 
descendent families to settle down somewhere in the neighbour¬ 
hood of the parent home, except in cases where migrations 
elsewhere had taken place owing to marriages with spouses of 
more distant places, or separations due to family disputes or 
other reasons. There is therefore a reasonable probability that 
most of the families in Aana with which the tuiaana inter¬ 
married had themselves a tuiaana origin, though it is obriously 
impossible to prove this. It would not necessarily be so how¬ 
ever, and the Tauaana family is perhaps a good example of an 
Aana family which had not such an origin. The great Tangaroa 
family of Savai'i had an origin quite distinct from that of the 
tuiaana \ and if the Tangaroa family of Aana, from which the 
Tauaana family seems to have been descended, was, as Kramer 
thinks, an offset of the Savai'i family, there is no ground for 
suggesting that they probably had an original tuiaana ancestr\'. 
Perhaps a member of the original Tangaroa family of Savai'i 
had married an Aana woman, and founded in .Aana a branch 
Tangaroa family; this family would then be a Tan^roan ainga 
branch, not only of the Tangaroa family in Savai'i, but also of 
the Aanan family of the wife of the marriage, and would share 
with the latter any ainga relationship betw'een them and the 
tuiaana. I think, however, that w'e are justified in a belief that, 
speaking generally, the great families of Aana were regarded as 
bound by ties of kinship, some real and some fictitious, with 
the great royal family of the tuiaana. 

Without contending that all my points have been actually 
proved, I may, I think, suggest that the broad and probable 
effect of the evidence is that the divisions of Aana, Atua, 
Manu'a and Tuamasanga coincided geographically with the 
areas of the rules of the four families of kings; their seats of 
government were the residences of the kings; the people who 
elected the kings w’ere the people w^ho took the most prominent 
part in ruling the divisions, and they appear to have been 
related to the Kings; there w as a general bond of family kinship. 
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no doubt partly fictitious, and subject probably to many 
detailed exceptions, or apparent exceptions, between the in¬ 
habitants of a division, from the ro^'al families downw-ards to 
the occupants of the villages [ the case of Tuamasanga shows 
how the right of election and taking the lead in the management 
of the affairs of a division might be possessed by families 
related to the kings, although they were outside the geographical 
area of the division* If these statements are accepted, tltey 
show, 1 think, that the system of grouping was primarily 
social, and that, though the local grouping was coincident 
in the main with the social grouping, it was not necessarily 
entirely so* 

1 have been dealing, up to this point, only with the four 
great divisions of Samoa—^Aana, Atua, Manu*a and Tua- 
masanga. The royal families of these divisions had aifiga or 
branch families both inside and outside the main central areas 
of their jurisdiction—so extensively had the population of 
Samoa become intermixed through intermarriages, adoptions 
and other matters* In Aana, Atua and Manuka, the families 
who controlled the royal titles, and took the lead in the manage¬ 
ment of the affairs of the divisions, were all domiciled within 
the geographical areas of the divisions; and only Tuamasanga 
offers evidence of social grouping, in the form of participation 
in this titular control and management by related geographical 
outsiders* I will now' show^ that evidence of ^cial features, 
some of which is of a someivhat similar character, is found on 
an investigation of the grouping of some of the well-knoum 
families of Samoa. 

My information concerning these families is all obtained 
from Kramer, and especially from his detailed particulars as 
to the various rill age districts and villages, the genealogical 
trees, and the greetings at the /erto of the various governmental 
centres of the different areas, great and small. In interpreting 
the evidence I attach considerable importance to the greet¬ 
ings—that is, the formal and complimentary w'elcomes offered 
to certain persons and families taking pan in or represented at 
a /owo, which formed such a long and wearisome part of the 
meeting. As I understand the matter, certain important families 
entitled to be present in the persons of their representatives 
would, at all events if their representatives were actually there, 
have their Ereciings; and it is de^ that the fact that a family 
was entitled to a greeting is definite evidence of its right to be 
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represented, and so participate in the fono. The greetings 
were offered to the family by its name, or to its representative, 
or to both* 

The Satuala were one of the great branch families of the 
iuiaana line, (perhaps the greatest, for it was usually they who 
collected the mats required for distribution on the granting of 
the imaana title, and on the death of a iuiaana^^ They were 
scattered about in Fasito*outa, Satapuala, Faleasi‘u and No- 
foali^i on the northern shore, and in Lefanga on the southern 
shore of Aana, and had two settlements in LeaJatele and Amoa 
in Savai 4 ". The Mavaenga were another great branch of the 
tuhana family, having a home in FaJeasi'u in Aana, and in 
Asau, Sataua and Sasina in Savai*i®. Another important Aana 
family was the Tuimaleali^ifano, who lived in Satapuala and 
Falelatai in Aana^; and yet another was the Tauaana family 
living in Falelatai in Aana** 

The village district of Satapuala, containing three villages, 
was one of the homes of the Satuala family, though we do not 
know definitely which of its villages they occupied; and its 
village of Faleolo was occupied by a branch of the Tuimale- 
ali'ifano family. The greetings at the/ono of Satapuala, in¬ 
cluded a welcome to an important chief, resident there, a 
member of the Satuala family, and to the family itself; they 
also included a welcome to the chief there of the Tuimale* 
ali^ifano family*. The village district of Faleasi*u, containing 
two villages, w^as one of the homes of the Satuala family and 
the home in Aana of the Mavaenga family^* There is no in¬ 
formation identifying the separate families with the respective 
villages, but it is probable that each family had its own village. 
The greetings at the /ono of Falcasi" u included a welcome to the 
Mavaenga family, and to the representative there of the Satuala 
family*. The village district of Falelatai had seven villages. It 
was the home of the Tauaana family® and the head-quarters 
of the Tuimaleali^ifano family^®* The latter lived in its village 
of Matanofo“; but I cannot identi^ the village of the former* 
The greetings of the fom of Falelatai included a welcome to the 
chiefs of the Tauaana family, first as a group and then indi- 

’ Krflmtr, S-/, voL pp^ 1^5,, > Jbul. pp, 176, >78* 

' Ibid, pp, 14% 17S. 179 and noU t* * Ibid. p. 188. 

- ^ PP- '55 17^, 188. 
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vidually by name, and to the representative there of the 
Tuimateaii‘ifano family 

These are examples of what I have referred to on a previous 
page as being what might seem at first sight to point to local 
grouping; and I v\ill try to trace shortly the apparent social 
origins to which the several cases may be attributed. 

The village district of Satapuala was occupied by both the 
Satuala and Tuimaleali^ifano families. The branch of the 
Satuala family there seems to have been founded through the 
marriage of a daughter of Fenunuti (gen* 24 of the Satuala 
line)^ with To*aIepaiali*i, the son of Toeolesulusulu (gen. 24 of 
the Lilomaiava line)^ by a daughter of Safuta of Satapuala ^ 
The Tuimaleali* ifano were related to the branch of the Satuala 
there through their common descent from the Lilomaiava 
family. The LUomaiava family, from which the Tuimaleali^ifano 
derived, had early connection with the Satapuala village of 
Faleolo, Tuifa'asisina of the Lilomaiava {gen. 22) marrying 
Ta^atiaifaleoio, daughter of Taito of Satapuala. Kramer says 
that the son by this marriage and ^nerations of other Lilo¬ 
maiava lived in Faleolo, Satapuala®* It seems probable that 
the Tuimaleali^ifano represented the Lilomaiava there. In the 
greeting for Satapuala, Tuiaana Ngalumalemana (gen* 28) was 
also mentioned. He had married Tuimaleali‘ifano Tuitalili's 
daughter Sauimalae, whose descendants lived there. Mgalu- 
malemana and ramafana, his son by the above wife, vvere 
buried there®. 

The village district of Faleasi*u was occupied by both the 
Satuala and Mavaenga families, of the latter of which it was 
the Aana home. The genealogy.' of the Satuala family shows 
(gen. 24) that the Satuala chief Fenunuti had a son Tautaiolefuc, 
who did not succeed to the Satuala title^* He married (gen. 25 
of the Satuala-Mavaenga genealogy); and it was by his direct 
descendant that the Maraenga family, an amga of die Satuala, 
was founded®. 

The village district of Falelatai was the home of the Tauaana 
family, and the head-quarters of the TuimaJeaJi*ifano family. 
The relationship bemeen these two families will be seen in the 
consideration of the next associated groups of families* 

Three great families of chiefs-the Tangaroa of Falelatai 


^ KrtmcT, SJ. vol.T, pp. 163-4* 
* /W* p* 
f Itid. p. 177, 


' Ibid. p. 177. 

* Ibid, p, 1S4, 

" Ibid, pp. 178 fq . 


* Ibid. p. 184. 

* Ibid, p* 156, 



SAMOA 


25 


(so called to distinguish them from the Tan^roa family— 
probably their ancestors—of the island of Savaih), the Tauaana 
(above mentioned^ and the chief branch of the Tuimaleali'ifano 
(above mentioned) lived in the village district of Faielatai in 
Aana^ It seems evident that the Tangaroa family was the 
first to settle there, and that it was through mamage relation¬ 
ships with the Tangaroa that the two other families came there. 
According to legendary history, the Tangaroa must have been 
there from verjf early times, for Ulamasui, who aided his 
maternal uncles, Tuna and Fata, to free Samoa from the 
Tongan invaders, is said to have been the son of Tan^roaipata 
of Faielatai^. Tangaroa i Pata was the proper title of this 
family, which was thus distinguished from the Tangaroa of 
Savai'i^—Pata being the village of Faielatai possessing the title ^ 
The tree of the Tangaroa of f'alelatai, riven by Kramer (r* 
186-^) begins with Tangaroa-tele, son of Tuifa'asbina of the 
Lilomaiava line by a Faielatai woman®; Tangaroa-tele himself 
married a Falelati woman also®. Bat according to the story of 
Ulumasui above mentioned, it seems clear that the Tangaroa 
family must have been settled at Faielatai before this. With 
regard to the Tanaana family, their genealogical tree was bound 
up with that of the Tangaroa of Faielatai^ and Kramer says 
that they were the descendants of Safasavalu®—that is, the 
descendants of a woman ^en. 24) of the Tangaroa of Faielatai 
by Fasavalu, grandson of Tiumalumalilomaipa (gen. Z4) of the 
Lilomaiava line®. The Tuimaieali'ifano family appears to have 
come to Faielatai through the marriage of Lilopongi (gen. 29) 
of the Taimaleali*ifano Une^®, with a daughter of Taem, son of 
Tonumaiavo (gen. 23), of the Tangaroa of Falelatai'*^, 

Attention should also be drawn to the fact that, while the 
two last families seem to have come to Faielatai through 
marriages with w'omen of the Tangaroa family there, all three 
families were, apart from this, of the same kin, the male founder 
of each line, as gi^'en by Kramer, being on his father's side 
descended from the Lilomaiava family. This descent from the 
Lilomaiava is showm above with regard to the Tangaroa and 
the Tauaana; the Tuimaieali'ifano family was founded by 
Tuitalili, son of Lilomaiava I.wetamaa!eaicu (gen. 26)'“. 

' Ihiii. pp. 186, 149, 188. " Ibul. p. 163. 

* Ibid. p. j86 aoU i. ‘ /A£rf, p. 163. “ Ibid. p. 1S4. 

" Ihid^ p, 186. ^ IMd. pp. 186-7. “ Ibid. p. 186 nef* J, 

■ Ibid. p. 1S4. w Ibid. p. t88. 

Ibid, p, 187 Ibid. p. 185, 
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In the Falelaiai greeting^ aU these families were saluted; 
but the Tangaroa family seems to have had the precedence, 
which indeed would be due to it as the original famly. 

The two great related families of the imatua were, first the 
SalevaJasi, and second the Safenunuivao. For the purpose of 
understanding the bearing of what i have to say about ^em 
it is necessary to refer to the map of Upolu. fhe district of 
Itu Salefao, spreading along the southern coast of Atua, was, 
as we have seen, a self-governing area, having its of 
government. In this district there w^ere three village districts, 
Lepa to the east, Lotofanga in the middle, and FaTealiU to the 
west, each having its constituent villages; among these yiUag^ 
was Salani, the easternmost village of Falealili, fornimg the 
fj'ontier ^ullage between it and Lotofanga^ The Salcvalasi were 
established in Lotofanga ftheir orimnal home and chief seat) 
and Lepa; they also occupied two village districts in the district 
of Aleipata to the east and one in that of Itu Anoamaa to the 
north^. Tlie home of the Safenunuivao was the village of Salani 
and a village district in Itu Anoamaa^. An examination of the 
greetings of the villages of Falealili®, and a comparison of those 
greeting with the genealogies, shows that those riilages (o^er 
than Salani) were ori^nally a home of the Tolufale family®, 
and that the Safenunuivao family had got to Falealili through 
intermarriages, etc., with the Tolufale family, thus forming a 
Tolufale-Safcnunuivao combination* There is no sign of any 
SaJcvalasi element in the ^eetin^ of the Falealili rillagcs (in¬ 
cluding Salani), nor any sign of any Safenunuivao element in 
the greetings of Lotofanga and Lepa. The prominence of the 
Salevalasi in Lotofanga and Lepa"^ is reflected in the greetings 
of the/on* of those tw'o rillage districts, and the importance of 
Safenunuivao in Salani® is illustrated by its greetings* Each 
of the three ^^lla^ districts of Lotofanga, Lepa and Faledili 
has its own seat of government, and these three village districts 
combined together for the government of the whole district of 
Itu Salcfao, the scat of government being LepaL We thus find 
in the district of Itu Salcfao clear social groupings, the village 
districts of Lotofanga and Lepa being Salevalasi, w'hilst one of 
the villages of the ^Tllage district of Falealili ’ivas Safenunuivao, 
and the others were related Tolufale and Safenunuivao inter- 


* KrUmer, SJ, vol. i, pp. 163^4' 

■ Ibid, pp* 271, 395^^ 

‘ pp. Z89--90. 

’ Ibid. pp. aSs^* * P- 


* Ibid, p* 285-7. 

* ibfd. pp. 27a, 300, 310. 
‘ Ibid. pp. 190-3.* 

* Ibid. pp. 270, 38s sqq. 
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mixture. On the other hand, the joint government of Itu Salefao 
by the Salevalasi and the Safenunnivao-Tolufale combination 
points to local governmental grouping, unless we can refer it 
to some kinship between them. So far as the Xolufale were 
concerned, it may well be that this relatively unimportant 
family would be included for political purposes in its powerful 
relative the Safenunuivao. As regards the latter and the Salc- 
valasi, Kramer says, not only that they were the two great 
atJJga of the iuiatua, but that they dated from a very ancient 
time. They were first really established through Salan^ina 
(who, as w^ have seen, was related to all the royal families of 
Upolu, and was the first tafa'tfa, or sovereign of all Samoa), 
or at least they first rose to imponance about this periodh 
The antiquity and importance of these two families, both 
closely connected with the tuiiituaj suggests that their distant 
ancestors had probably in a period long past b<^n closely 
related; and it may well have been that their neighbouring 
occupation of practically the whole of the south coast m 
Atua was connected with this andent relationship, and had 
dated from the distant past, and that their co-operation for 
governmental purposes of that coast must ddso be assopated 
with it. In that case the governmental grouping of the district 
of Itu Salefao was, in origin, sodal, and not merely local. 

There was in the village district of SangafiU, in Aana, the 
family named Lilomaiava. The second holder of the title 
married the daughter of a relatively unimportant orator chief 
of the village district of Palauli, on the southern coast of 
Savaifi, and had a son by her, who would presumablvr m 
accordance wfith what seems to have been the usual Samoan 
custom when a chief married a woman of low'er rank generally 
the daughter of an orator—remain in his mother's home in 
Palauli. The younger brother of this second holder married the 
daughter of an orator chief of the village district of Safotu, on 
the northern coast of Savai'i. In consequence of these marriag^ 
the title went, according to Kriimer, to both Palauli and SafotU'. 
1 am not quite sure what he means by this, because the holder 
of the actual title would presumably live at Sangafili ;so 1 imagine 
he only means that branches of the family, sharing the right to 
control the succession to the title, were established at Palauli and 
Safotu. After this, Kramer says, the granting of the Lilomaiava 
title was in the hands of Sangahli,in conjunction with Palauli and 

1 Ibid . p. 295, ■ PP. 184-5- 
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Safotu, the three tillage districts being spoken of as the “ Three- 
legged stool The greetings of SanganU^ include a welcome to 
the representati\x of the founder of the Lilomaiava family and 
to the “ Three-legged stool “; those of Palauli® include a welcome 
to the representatives of the family in that village; those of Sa- 
fotu‘‘ include members of the Lilomaiava family, and there is a 
greeting "to your honourable chief Lilomaiava." The refer¬ 
ence in the Sangafili greeting to the three-legged stool indicated 
that the orators at Palauli and Safotu, who s&ed Sangafili 
in the right to grant the Lilomaiava title, had the right to 
attend the fono at Sangafili, the head-quaners of the ^mily. 
The Safotu greeting, addressed apparently to the head chief of 
the Lilomaiava family, who would presumably be ILnng at 
San^fili, would probably be a compliment paid to him as the 
head of the parent family, but it may mdicate that he as its 
head chief had a right to attend officially at a/n«o of a branch 
of the family. In any case the association of the two village 
districts of Savai'i with the parent village district in Aana, 
exactly similar, subject to the further question to which it gives 
rise, with that of the Maltetoa, seems to be a definite example 
of social grouping* 

I have already spoken of the great Salevalasi family of Atua, 
whose original home and head-quarters was the village district 
of Lotof^ga in the district of Itu Salefao, but who had branch 
families in two village ^stricts of the district of Aleipata, One 
of these two village districts was Amaile^. There w^as in the 
rillage district of Faleata (in TuamasangaJ a titled family of 
Mata'afa, and the legend of the origin of this title suggests that 
it was one of antiquity®* The head of the Amaile branch of the 
Sale^-alasi family married the daughter of the holder in Faleata 
of the Mata^afa title, and Kramer says that in this wav the 
Mata'afa title came to the Salevalasi family^. Now I have in 
speaking of the Lilomaiava family, questioned the correct¬ 
ness of Kramer's saying that “the title went” to two other 
rilbge districts, on the ground that the home of the holder 
of the title would not be affected in that case* In the 
present case, however, there seems to be no doubt that w'hat 
passed through this marriage from Faleata to Amaile was 
the actual Mata'afa title; for Kramer says higher up on the 


, X, pp* 6r6, 156-7, 183 note 
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same page^, "Svhile the bearers of the title at an earlier date 
dwelt in FaJeata itself, the title came through marriage to this 
Amaile branch of the Saleval^i^ which it h still granted in a 
hereditary way^^ (the italics are mine). The genealogy of the 
Salevalasi-Mata'aia family thus formed in Amaile shows that 
the succession to the Mata'afa title passed along with the 
succession to the title of the Amaile branch of the Salevalasi 
family, to the son of the marriage above referred to, and through 
him downwards to subsequent generations, and the Mata‘afa 
thenceforth, according to Ivramer, lived in Anmiie-. After this 
change, the granting of the Mata*afa title remained, as before, 
with Faleata®. The Falcata greetings included a welcome to the 
chief Mata'afa*. The Amaile greetings included welcomes to 
the Salevalasi chief, and in several forms to the Mata'afa family, 
and finally a welcome to ** the sons equal to Mata*afa”®. 

1 must, before considering this matter, as affecting the 
question of social grouping, draw attention to one or two 
of its features» In the case of tlie Lilomaiava family the 
marriages were only with the daughters of relatively unim¬ 
portant orator chiefs, and so the sons of the marriages would 
probably, according to Samoan customs, remain with their 
mother's people, and would not be likely to succeed to the Lilo- 
niaiava title* In this Salevalasi case the marriage was with the 
daughter of a title chief, and his title seems to have been an 
old one, and w-ould therefore be an important one in Samoan 
eyes. The presumed intention of such a marriage would, accord¬ 
ing to Samoan custom, be that the woman should be the official 
wife of the Salevalasi chief, to whose issue the succession to the 
local Salevalasi title (the Amaile branch of the family was not that 
which held the family title) would probably pass i she would come 
to live with her husband's people, and her children would do so 
afterw-ards. A son of this marriage might succeed to both the 
local Salevalasi title of his father, and the Mata'afa title of his 
maternal grandfather, and that was what evidently occurred, 
and in consequence both of them became centred in Amaile* 

This Salev'alasi-Mata'afa case differs from those of the Malietoa 
and Lilomaiava families* In each of the latter two cases there 
was a parent titled family with O'Utside branches, and the 
branches were entitled to take part in controlling the succession to 
the title and in the affairs of the parent family* In the Salevalasi- 

^ tbid, * Ibid, pp. 195"^- * Ibid, pp* zati, 227* 

* /friW* p. 227. * /Wy* p* 282. 
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Mata‘afa case the title of one of the families left its home, passed 
to that of the other family, and remained there. Kramer’s state¬ 
ment that the Mata'afa thenceforth lived in Amaile must be 
taken to refer only to the holder of the title and his immediate 
relations, and not to the related families in Faleata, as otherwise 
the granting of the title could not have remained in Faleata, as 
there would have been no one left there to grant it. One in¬ 
teresting feature of the matter, from our present point of \dew. 
is that though the Mata'afa title had left its Faleata home entirely 
and permanently, the people still remaining in FaleaU, who had 
previously granted the title, still continued to do so. This, 1 
imagine, might well be so, if only the holder of the title and 
perhaps his immediate family had removed to Amaile. 

The fono at Faleata of the Mata’afa group evidently con¬ 
tinued to be held there, and the greeting offered there to the 
.Mata‘afa chief indicates, I think, that he or his representative 
was entided to be present, as we might almost assume would 
be the rase, and presumably he would take some of his people 
with him. It is evident from the greetings offered at the 
Amaile fono to the Mata'afa family and to “ the sons equal to 
Mata’afa” that he and his people at Amaile were entitled to be 
present there also, and this right would be based upon the 
relationship between the two groups which the marriage had 
created. The interesting features of the case are that people of 
Faleata granted one of the titles of a chief living in Amaile, and 
that he, and possibly some of his relatives at Amaile,,appear 
to have taken part in the Faleata fono. He would presumably 
in any case take his ovvn advisers; but probably there would 
be otner members of his section of the group who, if there had 
been no removal, would have been persons cntitl^ to be pre¬ 
sent; and if they were excluded, it would follow that in matters 
affecting the whole group the important royal section of the 
group was partly disfranchised, though the other sections 
retained their rights, and this is a situation which it is difficult 
to conceive in Samoa. 

I referred, in considering areas and systems, to the old Tan- 
garoa family of Savai‘i,and the legend as to its origin through the 
matrimonial privileges given by Fune to the god Tangaroa, and 
gave the names of the four village distnets (Safune-taoa, 
Vaiafai, Vaisala and Sili) ansing from its foundation, these being 
scattered round the north, east and south coasts of the island*. 

* Krtmer, SJ. vol. i, pp. 46, 89-90. (Vaiafai waa part of Iva.) 
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I do not know what was the actual origin of the distribu¬ 
tion of the family among these village districts; but the 
original settlement seems to have been Safunc-taoa^ and per¬ 
haps that is the reason why that was the only name of this 
place, whilst the other three had their separate names, the 
addition of “Safune** being commonly prefixed to these. I 
see that Fune’s first wife was a Vaiafai woman, and the first 
wife of his son and successor was a Sili woman*, which is 
possibly the explanation of these t\vo, they haWng been the 
homes of Fune’s descendants by these two women. There was 
a story deri\ing the name of Vaisala from an incident connected 
with Fune, the first holder of the title*. Though Safune was 
said to have been the original home of the family, Tufu Ngau- 
tavai (of which Sili formed part)^ was its principal settlement. 
These four village districts combined in granting the Tangaroa 
title; the election being in the hands of the eight orator chiefs 
mentioned in the le^nd (that is, the holders from time to time 
of the family names)*. The greetings of each of the four places 
included welcomes to “ Safune ** (the family of Fune), and to 
its ouTi two orator chiefs (forming together the eight mentioned 
in the legend) who sat on each side of the chief®; so here again 
we find that the electors of the chief took leading parts at the 
/owo, and the social grouping of the people u-as not local, but 
was scattered round the island. 

The Muliana family of Savai‘i was, as we have seen, founded 
by Mulianalafai, the youngest child of Lafai by his first 
\vme’. This was not a chiefs but a great orator family, so 
important, indeed, that it had its electoral college, as I have 
called it, just as had the families of the chiefs®. Kr^er 
attributes to him the foundation of the four Muliana village 
districts of Sav’aiM, namely Salailua (on the west coast), Ngataivai 
(on the south coast), Amoa (on the east coast) and L^latele 
(nwr the north-eastern comer); there was also, apparently,an 
unimportant colony in the village district of Iva (on the east). 
He says the first family home was Ngataivai, where they got 
into close connection with the Tangaroa family; they then 
spread out, more especially over Salailua and Amoa, and over 
Lealatele®. Their elective “ House of Four** were families from 

‘ Ibid.pn. 46, 62. • Tbid.p. 90. 

* Von Bolow, lA.E. vol. xiii, p. 63. Cf. Kramer, SJ, vol. i, p. 78. 
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these four village districts; the genealogical tree of the family 
discloses the marriages which apparently t(M>k the family to 
Ngataivai and Amoa and Iva^ Among the greeting in each 
village district were those to tht/aJeupolti —'that is, the council 
of orators—spoken of as ** Salemuliana,” or family of Muliana^. 
Here, again, we have a social and governmental connection be- 
tw'een the people of four scattered village districts* 

A special interest of these village districts of the Tangaroa 
and Aluliana families will appear when w e consider the question 
of the social character of war. 

The Tonumaipe'a family bore one of the two important 
“ originaltitles of Saval'i (the other having been that of Tan¬ 
garoa). We have seen that it was they who brought about the 
^tablishment of the office of or king of all Sjunoa. 

Their interest, so far as our present purpose is concerned, is the 
peculiar divided character of their f^litical orrani^ation. Their 
chief homes were ten village districts; two of these, Falealupo 
and Sataua, were in the distria of Asau, the north-western 
point of Savai'i; three others, Tufutafoe, Ne*iafa and FalelLma, 
were also in the district of Asau,on its western coast; four others, 
Samata, Faiaai, Vaipua and Sangone, were in the district of 
Salenga, about half ivay down the western coast of Savai'i; the 
remaining village district, Satupaitea, was isolated far away from 
all the others, being east of the centre of the southern coast of 
the island, the whole of which coast was, according to Kramer, 
in essentials subject to the chiefs of two families, of which 1 
have already spoken, the Muliana and Lilomaiava^. The title 
was granted by the“ House of the Four,” comprising the distant 
village district of Satupaitea and the five village districts of the 
district of Asau (the three west coast Asau village districts being 
regarded as one voice)^* A curious feature of the organization 
was that, whilst the widely-separated Satupaitea was the seat of 
government of itself and of the four viUage districts of the dis¬ 
trict of Salenga^, all the five village districts of the district of 
Asau had a separate seat of government in the village district of 
Asau in the district of Asau** 

This arrangement, by which the seat of government of the 
\nllage district of Satupaitea “and of the four village districts in 
the district of Salen^ w^as at Satupaitea, far removed from the 
other four village districts, and isolated, apparently, among village 

I Krftina-, SJ. vol. i, pp. 87 tg. * Ibid, pp. 51, S 4 , 7 o- 
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districts of other families* which were dominated more or less 
by the Midiana and Lilomaiava families, whilst the seat of 
government of the five village districts in the district of Asau 
was the \dllage district of which did not belong to the 
Tonumaipe'a family, is so peculiar that it requires investigation; 
and I think I have discovered a possible explanation of the 
matter» 

As I have said in considering areas and systems the Tonu^ 
maipe'a family claimed descent from the god SI'uleo and his 
daughter, the war goddess Nafanua; but we have here to look into 
another line of ancestry, starting with the Muliana family men¬ 
tioned above^ According to Kramer's pedigrees, one of the 
ancestors of the Muliana family married the daughter of the 
tuiasaUi or king of Asau^, and thej'' had a daughter Leutongi- 
tupaitea®. She married one of the tuitonga^ or kings of Tonga; 
and in consequence of domestic disputes her husband tried in 
several ways to kill her, but she was on each occasion saved by 
a number of pe'ii, or flying foxes; he placed her on a desert 
island, where she w'as found by a man, who married her, and 
she had a son Fa^asenga; when this son w'as grown-up, she 
sent him to her mother's people in Savai'i, and he land^ in 
Falelima in the district of Asau* and founded his family there. 
She gave him three titles, of which one was Tonumaipe'a* 
given in commemoration of the help given to her by the 
In these accounts we find a possible connecting link between 
Satupaitea and Asau, the former having perhaps been a 
village district of, or more or less dominated by, the Muliana 
ancestors of the Tonumaipe'a family, and the latter having 
been the maternal home of the woman of paternal Muliana 
origin* whose son settled there and was the first to hold the 
Tonumaipe'a title* Of course fanciful tales such as that of the 
flying foxes, must not be relied upon too much; but they often 
point to beliefs in the minds of the people which have some 
historical foundation. 

Passing on to a later period, we find that a chief of the Tonu¬ 
maipe'a line, named Tapumanaia, married Salamasina, who 
was, as we have seen* the first tafa'ifa of all Samoa; and 
they had a daughter Fofoaivao'ese, who w'as a This 

daughter married a chief of Satupaitea* who was, learner 

I P- 9S- 

Ibid, pp, ^^9. (J have referred uicidcntally to this legend in discuasuig 
the early history of Samoo*) * Ibid, pp* flS* 170. 
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thinks, probably the holder of the Tonumaipe‘a titleL As 
she was the daughter of a tafa'i/a, who held the necessary 
tuiaana and tuiatua and two Tuamasanp titles, and was herself 
a tuiaana^ and her husband perhaps held the title of Tonu- 
maipe‘a, they combined between them most aristocratic ranks, 
and this and the further fact that he was a Satupaitea man 
justifies us in believing that Satupaitea was then the principd 
village district and governmental centre of the Tonumaipe*a 
family, and would account for its having still been so at a 
later date. 

Up to this point I have offered evidence suggesting that 
Satupaitea had been in the past the governmental centre of the 
whole Tonumaipe‘a family, and have given what seems to have 
been a possible connecting link between the Xonumaipe a at 
Satupaitea and the district of Asau. Turning now to the five 
village districts in the district of A^u, the Mavaenga family, 
to wdiich I have referred in a previous page, was one of the 
great mnga (related) families of the tuiaana^ so important that 
they were specially mentioned in the greetings oi the fono of 
all Aana, held at Leulumoenga; they had a home in Aana, 
another in the village district of Sasina near the eastern end of 
the north coast of Savai*i, and t^vo others also in the village 
districts of Asau and Sataua in the district of Asau*. According 
to Kramer, however, their connection w'ith Asau was recent®. 
It will be noticed that the village district of Sataua was a home 
of both the Tonumaipe‘a and Mavaenga, and its fono greetings 
begin with a welcome to the “ House of the Four (who granted 
the Tonumaipe'a title), after which there was a welcome to the 
Tonumaipe*a family, whilst the last greeting of all was to the 
Mavaenga family, spoken of as ainga*, I gather from this that 
this village district of Sataua was predominantly Tonumaipe‘an, 
and that the Mavaenga branch family there were connected 
with their Tonumaipe'an neighbours by marriage, and so were 
an ainga or branch family of the Tonumai|>e‘a. VVe should 
expect to see in the fono greetings of the village district of Asau, 
occupied by the Mav’aenra, and not the Tonumaipe‘a, family, 
but which was the seat of government of all the villages of the 
district of Asau, including the Tonumaipe‘a villages, some 
reference to the Tonum^pe‘a people. On referring to these 
greetings we find, along with Asau and Aana welcomes, a 

* Krimer, SJ. vol. I, p. 98. • Jbid, p. 149. 

* Ibid. p. 102. * Ibid. p. 79. 
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meeting to “the stone walls of SaJafai*’*—that is* of the 
family of Lafai. The walls in question were evidently the 
ancient stone w^ls in the neighbourhood*, attributed, ap¬ 
parently, to Lafai, who, as we have seen, contributed so largely 
to the early peopling of Savai'i. The Tonumaipe‘a family 
claimed dcs^nt from Lafai, but the Aana people were not 
connected with him*, so this greeting probably referred to the 
Tonumaipe‘a. 

Kramer draws attention to the peculiarity of the arrange¬ 
ment, under which these ten village districts of the Tonumaipe*a 
family were for governmental purposes divided into two groups, 
each with its governmental centre, and attributes it apparently 
to the influence in Asau of the tuiaana family*; and the fact 
that he does so shows that he regards it as abnormal. He 
eridently considers that, according to Samoan customs, the 
social and governmental grouping of people should be coin¬ 
cident, w'hich is in itself testimony in favour of the propK)sition 
that the system of grouping w'as primarily social, and not local. 
I think his suggest^ explai^tion of this case is probably correct. 
It would have l^n quite consistent with Samoan custom, as 1 
underetand it, if the village districts of the ten Tonumaipe'a 
families had been separated into two governmental groups, 
provided there was also a central government over the w’hole. 
In the present case, however, the five Asau rillaK districts, 
while still associated with one of the other Tonumaipe’a village 
districts in the control of the title, a matter in which no outsider 
was concerned, were separated from them govemmentally, 
and tacked on, as it W’ere, to the Mavaenga people. This does 
not involve a purely artificial association with unrelated 
strangers, for w’e have seen how' closely connected were the 
Tonumaipe’a people with the tuiaanaf or w'hom the Mavaenga 
family, including its members in the district of Asau, was a 
branch; also the Tonumaipe’a and Mavaenga people in that 
district had evidently by intermarriage, etc., become closely 
related, so as to be ainga to each other. I suspect that the 
explanation of the whole matter is that the Asau villages of the 
Tonumaipe’a family were relatively unimportant, so & as that 
family w’as concerned, and so had become the more easily 
absorbed politically by the Mavaenga branch in Asau, with 

‘ Ibid. p. 76. * Ibid. pp. 75-7. 

• I mean according to the traditions of the origins of the families. 

* Kiflmcr, SJ. vol. l, pp. 71 sq. 
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whom the Asau Tonumaipe'a were related, of the powerful 
Aana family. The reference in the Sataua greeting to the 
“House of the Four” suggests that the fono there was open, 
not only to the elective family representing Sataua, but also 
to the tu'o representatives of Falcalupo and the three other 
Tonumaipe'a village districts in Asau, and to the repre¬ 
sentative of Satupaitea. 

I have discussed the social and political organizations of a 
number of specific Samoan families in what may seem to be 
wearisome detail, because I think that they offer instructive 
illustrations of the fundamentally social principles upon which 
in my opinion the distribution and organization of the people 
of Samoa were based, and thus enable us to grasp the practical 
operation of these principles more fully than we could do from 
general statements. 

Concerning the whole question of social and local grouping 
in Samoa, I refer again to Kramer’s statement that the family 
was the basis of the state and that we might call Samoa a 
family state. I say that it is impossible for any one to study 
Samoan history and ethnography without being conscious that 
the whole atmosphere of the social and political life and ideas 
of the people was one of family relationship rather than geo¬ 
graphical proximity; and I think that the evidence which has 
appeared m the pre\ious pages, indicates, so far as it goes, that 
the grouping of the Samoans was primarily social. 

TONGA 

The very limited material available concerning the social and 
political relationships of the people of the Tongan Islands is 
insufficient for enabling us actually to demonstrate the character 
of the grouping there, but I think it shows what it almost must 
have been. We may begin wth the recognition that there were 
in the island of Tongatabu three great families, whose head 
chiefs were the tut tonga ^ the tuiJiaatakalaua and the tuil^no- 
kubolu, each of which families occupied its own portion of the 
island; and to this extent social and local grouping were co¬ 
incident. But Tonga does not, nor, I may say, do any of the 
other islands of Polynesia, offer to us minute and detailed 
material comparable with that which, owing to Kramer’s great 
industry, is at our disposal in investigating the grouping of 
Samoa; and which we should, I think, bear in mind in con- 
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sidering the e\idence available from other islands. We know 
that the three main districts of Tongatabu were divided into 
sub-districts or Wllages, which were under the rules of their 
respective chiefs; but we cannot prove relationship between 
them and the great head chiefs of the districts. It seems, how¬ 
ever, extremely probable, looking at the matter in the light of 
what we know of Samoa, that this relationship subsisted. It 
may, I think, be assumed that the families of these chiefs 
were branches and sub-branches derived from one or other of 
the three great families; and unless w’e are going to imagine 
that these branches and sub-branches had alT scattered them¬ 
selves indiscriminately over the whole island, whether there 
were or w'ere not reasons, such as we have seen in Samoa, for 
moving elsewhere, instead of remaining within the area of their 
own main family we must believe that there was, speaking 
generally, a relationship, close or distant, between the head 
chiefs of the districts and the chiefs of the sub-districts into 
which the districts w'cre divided, and this would be, so far as 
it goes, social grouping. This would not be inconsistent with 
intermi.\ture produced by marria^, such as I have considered 
wth reference to Samoa, and w'hich would be, as I have sug¬ 
gested, quite in accord with the principles of social grouping, 
as the families and lines of descendants of the married couples 
would in fact commonly be recognized as being members, either 
actually or in a sense, according to the circumstances, of the 
social group among which they lived. 

These eiki or chiefs of sub-districts would vary in rank; and 
after them came the matabuley a class apparently somewhat 
similar in certain respects to die tulafale ain (orator chiefs) 
and tulafale (orators) of Samoa. 1 do not think the line of 
distinction between the classes of chiefs and orators w’as nearly 
so exact and clean cut in either Samoa or Tonga, or indeed in 
Polynesia generally, as some writers would lead us to suppose; 
but I cannot discuss this matter here. After the matabule came, 
according to Mariner, the otma, w’ho like the chiefs and matabule 
were a landowning class, and after them the tua^ or bulk of the 
people, though I may say there seems to be some inconsistency 
in statements of writers as to these respective designated 
classes. These are matters which w'ill be discussed in a later 
chapter; but I mention them now in connection with grouping. 
Mariner does not recognize any modem blood relationship 
between the matabule and the chiefs, though he refers to belief 


38 SOCIAL AND LOCAL GROUPING 

as to relationships in the pastj but he saj^s that the mtia were 
related to the mat<ibule and the tua to the tntta, and that in each 
of these two cases members of the lower grade could succeed 
to the rank of the grade above them provided they could trace 
their relationshipGerland quotes Meinicke ^Siidsesvolker, 
p, 82) as saying that the family was the basis of the structure 
of society^ the matabul£ being the collateral relations of the 
chiefs^ the mun of the and the iua of the In 

this Meinicke agrees with Mariner, except as regards the rela¬ 
tionship of the matabule to the chiefs, and In this 1 think he is 
right, partly because Mariner's view involves, except as regards 
native suppositions as to what had occurred in the past, a 
hiatus between the chiefs and the mutabuiet and not between 
other classes, the explanation of which would be difficult to 
understand, and partly because according to that view the 
system of Tonga would differ fundamentally from what I 
believe to have been that of Samoa, 

I may also say that one of the French missionaries speaks of 
the matabuie as being chiefs of the second class^' that Baker, 
in his dictionary, defines them as being petty chiefs; and that 
there are cases in which two writers refer to the same man, one 
of them calling him a chief, and the other a maiabjile. D'LTrville 
refers to two chiefs, who were, he says, the two first ma tabula 
of Tonga^. 

The matabule were, says Mariner, the honourable attendants 
upon chiefs, and their companions and counsellors, seeing to 
the execution of their orders, managing all ceremonies, and 
conservators of the traditionary records, which they handed 
dowm to them sons. The mutj, like the matabuie, formed part of 
the retinues of the chiefs, and assisted the malabule at public 
ceremonies, and sometimes even arranged and directed them 
themselves^. Elsew'here he tells u$ that the matabule and mua 
associated freely with the chiefs to lohom they belonged {my 
italics), were their necessary attendants at kava parties, etc. 
They also associated with the follow^s of other chiefs (my italics). 
Every high or governing chief had his inferior chiefs and mata- 
bule. He gives, as an example of the situation, the life of a 
very young son of a high chief whose playmates were the sons 
of the inferior chiefs, matabule and mua of his father's establish- 


^ Mormer, ij. pp. Sg 
^ vol, xrvii, p. 394. 

* Mariner, voU ij, pp. go sq. 


’ Gtrland, vflh Vi* pp, 172^5. 

* D'Drville, Aitro. vnl. jv, p. 74. 
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merit, and says that on the death of the father the son would 
succeed to his authority, whereupon the matabule of his father 
became his own matabule and the inferior chiefs and mua also 
entered into his service^. Thomson that each chief had 
hereditary (my italics) retainers, who followed him to battle 
and obeyed him in time of peace-. 

Now the present interest of all these details Is the insight 
which they offer us into the social life of the people» We may, 
I think, almost assume that the Tnatabule who attended a high 
chief, whose sons played with his son, who afterwards attended 
the son as their chief on his succeeding to the title, and who 
kept the records of the family traditions, would be, in the main 
at all events, those who and whose ancestors were and had been 
related to that chief and his ancestors, and so on with the lower 
ranks; and if this was so, they would all, taken together, form 
a social group, living together in the same locality, and all 
under the same local government of the chief and his assistant 
matabule. The hereditary character of the retainers of the 
chiefs, referred to by Thomson, points in the same direction. 
I have not been able to work out the evidence of social grouping 
in stages, starting with the district of a great chief, and carrying 
it downw^ards to the sub-districts or Ullages, as I tried to do 
as regards Samoa; but I think tve are justified in believing that 
the system of Tonga was mainly social, and may have been 
very much the same as the fundamental system of Samoa, 
though we have no means of ascertaining the political relation¬ 
ship in Tonga to a parent group of an outlying colony outside 
the main area of the group. 

SOCIETY ISLANDS 

The Teva people of Tahiti must, I think, be regarded as 
having been a large social group. They believed they had a 
common ancestral origin from a shark god and a Valari chief- 
tainess. They were divided into a number of sub-groups, each 
with its head chief, of whom one (originally of Vaiari, and 
afterwards of Papara) ruled over all of them; and though 1 
cannot demonstrate deffnitely the social inter-relationship be¬ 
tween the ruling families of these sub-groups, each occupying 
its own district, I think it must have been there. Ari‘i Tanhai's 

^ TbcKuuaD, DJ^M, p. 3i3. 


^ IMd. pp, iag tq. 
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historical r^ords and comments upon these Teva people^ 
appear to disclose a general id^ of an original social relation- 
sMp, even though it is not actually asserted and defined. As 
examples of this I refer to her statements that '"The eight 
Teva districts recognized Teriirere or Temarii of Papara as 
their political head, although Teriinui-o-Tahiti, the Vaiari 
chief, was socially the superior, and Vehiatua of Taiarapu was 
sometimes politically the strongerand that *'The Papara 
family was probably a younger branch of the Vaiari family,.,. 
At some time a revolution had overthrown Vaiari, and put 
Papara in its place; but, while Papara took the political head¬ 
ship, it could not take the social superiority, for as long as 
society should last, the [Vaiari] marae of Farepua must remain 
the older and superior over ^1 the marae of Papara and the 
Teva I do not think we can doubt that this social superiority 
of which she speaks, was that of relative rant of ancestry and 
blood within the group. So also her son Tati Salmon, speaking 
of the Teva people, says that those w'ho could trace back their 
genealogical trees to the marae Farepua were arTi, the head of 
these being called the j/r'i This was the very sacred 

Vaiari marae, to which I have alrea*^ referred as being older 
than and superior to all the other Teva marae; so Salmon's 
statement is in effect that the Teva chiefs had to prove their 
decent back to Vaiari people, who, as members of the original 
Vaiari clan, or social group, were associated with this marae; 
and this inyolv^ general relationship between them, I shall 
draw attention, in a later chapter, to the importance of a murae 
as the social tide deed of a social group. The traditions, so far 
as they go, suggest chat the Teva had from distant times occu¬ 
pied the area in the larger peninsula, and at all events part of 
the srnaller peninsula, which they occupied in modem days; 
in which case social and local grouping have been, as regards 
the group as a whole, coincident, and apparently this has been 
so to a great extent as regards the districts into which the Teva 
area was dirided'*. 


Passing now to the district of Attahuru, with its great Oro 
marae, I refer to the tradition, mentioned by Lesson, that these 
fanatic worshippers, as he calls them, of Oro, were derived 
from a body of immigrants from Ra^atea, and to the suggestion 
that they were, or were regarded as* a group distinct riom the 


^ Ari'i Tunui, p. S. ‘ tHii. p, i8. 

* Cf. T. SaImcrn,y,P.5, v&l, xix. pp, 45 jg. 
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other people of Tahiti; and if ao, we may notice that here 
again focal and social grouping may have been more or less 
coincident. 

The rest of Tahiti appears to offer no material for the dis¬ 
cussion of the grouping of large sections of the people* As 
regards Purionuu, its royal family * of which the Pomarea 
were the representatives, were e^ddently a relatively modem 
addition to the chieftaincies of Tahiti^ having originated in the 
Paumotu, and their Societj' Island rank having been secured 
mainly by matrimonial alliances in Ra'iatea and Tahiti; there 
were evidently chiefs in this district before the Paumotuan 
ancestor of the Pomares arrived in the island, but we know 
nothing of them. We cannot say therefore to what extent the 
people in this district were sodily related in origin. Forster* 
however* whose information was collected in northern Tahiti* 
says that the chiefs were descended from the same family^; and 
there is a reference to a chief of Pare- who was half-brother of 
Pomare I“; and there are references to chiefs of districts to the 
east of Purionu who were brothers of one or other of the 
Pomares'*, 

There was a belief that all the chiefs of Huahinc were 
descended from the bvo sons of an ancestral chiefs; and if the 
eight imag^ placed on either side of the central platform of 
Tane in his marae in Huahine may be regarded as having 
represented the eight tutelar gods of the people of the eight 
districts into which the island was divided* then it may well 
be that the people of each of those districts was a separate 
branch social group* but that they w*ere all of common social 
origin* being all connected with this trmrae. I refer again, 
however* as to this* to the Society Island custom of dividing 
areas into eight sections* which suggests some artificial basis 
of grouping* w^hich could hardly have been purely social in 
character* 

According to Wheeler* the three chiefs of the island of 
Borabora next in authority after the king were all his sons-in- 
law by marriage** He does not say that they nrere chiefs of 
districts* so there is a deficiency in his evidence, 

* Fomer, vol, ii, p. 157* It [rmiit be remembered that at this time the pawer 
of the Pomare familT had spread eastward of their awn district. 

’ T* Henry* y.uP.S. vol, icx, p. 8. * Ad'i Taitnai, p, n r* 

* Corncy, Tahiti, vol, ii* (37 jq. to dmdet of TJf/, 5 * 

vol. i* p. 9 {as to Whapiano): CJorncy, Tahiti. voL iii. p. 166 (u to 

‘ Davies's Uief. p. iv, * Wbetlcr, p. 139* 
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I have been speaking so far of what I have called districts, 
each with its head chief; but I will now turn to minor areas — 
sub-districts or villages. Smith says that in every Tahitian 
district all the body of chiefs, one above another, were more 
or less connected by kindred ties', 1 shall, when considering 
in a later chapter the subject of the middle and lower classes 
of society, have to refer to the groups of people called idva^ 
consisting of persons called individualiy iatoai^ who were evi¬ 
dently in charge of these sub-districts of districts, and were in 
rank between the and the rdatira [middle classes]. They 
arc said to have been relatives of the and apparently, as 
we shall see, it was they who elected an orT /, and their office 
was hereditary—remaining in certain families, I think that 
the evidence points to a social basis of the grouping within the 
districts'*^. 


HERVEY ISLANDS 

Gill has given us particulars of a number of separate groups 
of people in the island of Mangaia; but unfortunately he 
supplies little or no material for the consideration of the 
question of social and local grouping. The Ngariki people, 
regarded as the earlier inhabitants, and their branch families 
may have been distributed widely over the island, and these 
branch families may have had their separate districts* Their 
Mautara branch, for instance, is said by Gill to have been a 
tribe of people holding two districts, the ownership of which 
had never changed. The original Tongan immigrants were, as 
we have seen, allowed, after their defeat, to occupy the spot in 
the south of the island where ch^ had landed, but we do not 
know \vhether they retained it. The Atiu and Tekama people 
were practically exterminated long ago* We have no knowled^ 
of subsequent events, as affecting the question of grouping, 
and cannot say whether these several peoples or their remnants 
remained in the districts which they are credited with having 
first occupied, or moved elsewhere, or became distribute 
and mixed with one another* We have been told of the six 
minor chiefs of Mangaia, each apparently haring his own 
district, and it is extremely probable that each of these chiefs 

' 7_P_S* vol. VI, p. aia. 

' The evidence 4 $ Co the hkxi will include a reference to the idea of « vaa 
Of canoe, cnmparahle with that as cn the vahp, or onoe, to be mentiuDcd 
presently En conneetkm with Rardtonga, 
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was at the head of a stpecific social group or sub-group of the 
inhabitants; and in that case there must have been more or 
less of coincidence between social and local grouping; but we 
have no evidence as to this. 

Gill says that in Mangaia each clan bad its separate gods, 
customs, traditions, and songs, and constituted one great family, 
w4th a single head, and pigged to defend each other to the 
death*, and here, as elsewhere, he uses the term “clan" to 
designate the main groups of people occupying the island. This 
statement, taken by itself, has no bearing upon our present 
subject, but there is a little information that points to a con¬ 
nection. We are told that one of the conceptions of the god 
Tanc, incarnate in two birds, was worshipped at Maputo; 
another conception of the same god, incarnate in sprats, was 
worshipped at Maraeteva; and another conception of him, 
recognized in the planets Venus and Jupiter, and enshrined in 
sinnet work, was worshipped at Maungaroa^. Turanga was 
worshipped at Aumoana^; and there is a story of a person 
selected for sacrifice who could not be killed in the part of the 
island sacred to Turanga (presumably one of his worshippers), 
and so had to be dragged across the border*. Tonga-iti was 
also worshipped at Aumoana®. Tiaio was worshipped at Mara®. 
Teipe ’ivas worshipped at Vaiau^. I do not know w^hether the 
places named are districts or only villages, or where they are, 
so the effect of the evidence is not specific; but it suggests 
broadly that the worship of certain gods was localized, and if 
their respective worshippers were different social groups—they 
could not all be Giir$ clans-^this points to some degree of 
local grouping by members of social groups. 

In discussing the social character of war f shall have to refer, 
among other things, to the practice for a social group to co¬ 
operate in war. 1 think that I am justified in looking at this 
question the other way round; that where we find traditions 
of what were apparently separate social groups of people, the 
distinction betiveen whom seems to have been afterwards main¬ 
tained, then I may point to records of what was apparently 
intergroup warfare in support of evidence as to the social 
character of their relationships, each within itself. I therefore 
draw attention to GilEs list of wars fought in Mangaia, and 


1 Gill, p. 136 

* Ibid, p. 59. 

' Gill, p* 96. 
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point out that, so far as we can identify the combatants, these 
wars seem as a rule to have been between two of the three main 
groups—Ngariki, Tongan and Tahitian—or sections of them, 
whilst in the few cases in which this was not so, the fighting 
may have been betxveen separate branches of one of them, as 
indeed it seems in some cases to have been. It is difficult to see 
how these wars could have been organized and conducted if all 
these peoples had been scattered and mixed indiscriminately 
over the island. Each group must, one would imagine, have 
had its habitat, or possibly a number of habitats, of which one 
may have been the main or central home; and if so social and 
local grouping would be more or less coincident. 

The consideration of the grouping of Rarotonga starts with 
a recognition of the Karika or Makea group* occupying a 
northern district of the island, and the 'fangiia group, occupying 
a district in the east; then to these W’^e have to add the Tinomana 
group to the west* who were apparently, in origin at all events, 
an offshoot of the Tangiia people. We have seen that each of 
these three main groups or ngati was divided into a number of 
sub-groups or hupw, hut 1 cannot demonstrate the social rela^ 
tionship between the rtgati and their constituent /m/m, or be¬ 
tween the still smaller groups. There are, however, a few 
references wfilch throw light upon the prevailing system of 
grouping in the island. According to Buzaoott, the w^hoie 
■^eJan,” by which he probably means what we might call a 
consanguine family* lived and slept under one roof, old and 
young, men and women, without even a screen to separate 
them'. Gill says that the indigenous arrowroot plant has one 
or two large tuberous roots, surrounded by many smaller ones' 
and that to the Rarotongan mind, the large tubers symbolized 
the chief or chiefs, and the smaller ones the landed proprietors, 
owing allegiance to* and by blood related to the chief or chiefs^, 
William Gill speaks of these landowmers as having been related 
to the or having gained their position by deeds of valour®. 
Moss says that in 1823, when the first Christian mission to 
RarotonM was begun, that island was "as now'*" divided among 
three tribes* each with an independent ariki at its head; and 
the family—a group of agnates and adopted children—was then 
■^as now,” the unit in the state. The various families were 

^ Buzneott. p. 24a. 

’ GUI, A.ArA.S^ viji. VII, p. 700, 

• W. GiU, vol. [i* p* 12. 
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united with kindred families under a chief of the ngati^ which 
was kno^\ll by that chiefs ancestral name; and the r^ati in 
their turn w’ere united under the ariki of the vaka^ or whole 
tribe*. Referring to the use, some lines above, of the term 
ngati for the three main groups, and its use now for what were 
evidently the main sections of those groups, I may say that it 
is a general term w'hich would be applicable to both. It is a 
term w’hich, in one form or another, is used in different parts 
of Polynesia as a prefix to names of tribes or groups, and it is 
interesting on account of the meaning w'hich apparently under¬ 
lies it. According to Tregear*s dictionaij, used by the 

Maori as a prefix to names of tribes, signifies “descendants 
of”; in Tahiti ati [the ng is wanting in Jo/r/Vi], a patronymic 
prefix, points out the name of the ancestor or parent with the 
descendants; in Mangareva ati means a descendant; in Mangaia 
the same meaning is given to ngati \ in the Paumotu ngati 
means, not only a tribe, but a race or breed. The term itself 
therefore is suggestive of social relationship within these 
groups, great or small. The word vaka means a canoe, and 
Moss explains how it came to be used symbolically for a 
tribe*. The word hapUt meaning a sub-group of a ngatiy is 
also interesting. With the Maori it means both “pregnant” 
and a “sub-tribe”; in Tahiti, the Marquesas and the Paumotu 
it means “pregnant”; in Hawai‘i ha means “breath” and pu 
“to come forth”; in Tonga habu means “a banana leaf, tied 
at both ends to hold water,” and habuto means “to bulge 
out.” So also in Mangaia and the Paumotu kopu means 
a tribe, whilst among the Maori it means the “belly” or 
“womb.” The use of hapu for a sub-group may therefore be 
based on beliefs as to common descent from the same female 
ancestor. Moss saj's that the constitutional unit “ is still ” the 
family, often comprising two or three generations living closely 
together, or under the same roof. The head of the family is 
known to and recognized by all; and the family is designated 
by his name with the prefix of ngatiy applied in this case, as in 
those of larger aggregations. The first aggregation is under the 
chief, on whose Sid the families are settled, and the sub-tribe 
thus formed takes its name from the chief, and has almost 
invariably a common ancestor. Lastly comes the arikiy under 

* MoM,y>P.S. vol. Ill, pp. 20 sq. 

' Ibid, p. 21. This subject of the vaka, or canoe, will be returned to again 
in the discussion of the middle and lower classes of Rarotonga. 
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whom are many ngati^. Finally I refer to a statement by Moss 
which apparently deals, not only with Rarotonga, but with 
Mangaia also, fie saj^s that the authority of an ariki was not, 
and is not, territorial; it is claimed over ail his people, whether 
in the district or beyond. As an example of this he quotes a 
recent case of the arrival in Rarotonga on a visit of 250 people 
from Mangaia, among whom was a Mangaian judge; and tells 
us that this judge, while in Rarotonga, held a court, and fined 
Mangaians, long resident in Rarotonga, for offences of drinking, 
concubinage, etc., and took the fines away with him for division 
among the police and judges of Mangaia*. 

^me of the history or traditions of Aitutaki point to beliefs 
which would be in accord with a system of social grouping. 
Starting with the story of Ru, we find that his descendants 
branched off, and populated the island. Then came the invader 
Te-erui, who fought the Ru inhabitants and exterminated the 
nien, but spared the women; he then allotted the lands in 
districts to these women who evidently married—presumably 
they married his warriors—and had descendants, and these 
descendants became the legitimate owners of these districts, 
and remained so “to the present day.” This means that the 
people of each district believed that they were descended from 
one of these women and her husband. Then again the warrior 
Maro-una, the descendant of Ruatapu, having defeated the 
Aitu intruders, divided out the land among his warriors, and 
procured wives for them from the Ru women who owned the 
lands given to theni. These women would be, not the original 
Ru women, but their descendants; but still the subsequent lines 
of descent, through these women, of the inhabitants of the 
respective districts, would trace back to the original women. 

MARQUESAS 

There is very little to be said about the grouping of the 
people of the Marquesas. I draw attention to the stSements 
as to dialectic differpees, and in particular to w hat is said as 
to their presence in Nukuhiva. Apparently, there was a 
difference of this character between some groups of people to 
the west of Comptroller Bay on the one hand, and some g^roups 
on the east of it on the other; and according to a mj^h these 
two lots of people had been descended from two brothers. If 

* Mom, vol. ni, pp. 23 sq. « j^id, p. 22. 
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the linguistic difference was as marked as it is said to have 
been, we may well believe that these two lots of people had 
separate origins; and if the myth was >videly recognized, we 
may think that the people themselves believed it. In that case 
we seem to have an example of coincident social and local 
grouping. In the island of Hivaoa also, we find a reference to 
separate lines of ancestry of the peoples of the two portions of 
the island, and the reputed origin of this seems to have been 
two brothers. 

I have tried, by comparison of the material at my disposal, 
to trace out eWdence pointing to some system of relationships 
between groups, or their rulers, but I have not been able to 
do this except in the case of the Teii tribes of Taio-Hae (Anna 
Maria) Bay, and even there the evidence is incomplete. I will 
repeat in parallel columns the names, as given by Vincendon- 
Dumoulin, of (i) the districts surrounding this bay, (2) their 
chiefs, and (3) the six tribes, placing the names in column (3) 
opposite those in column (i) where they appear to be the same. 


Districts 

Chiefs 

Tribes 

Akapchi 

Paetini 


Ikohei 

«9 

Hikouah (Ikohei) 

Havaou 

Moana 

Havou (Havaou) 

Pakiou 

Pakoko 

Pakeu (Peka) 

Onia 

Niehitou 

Howniah (Oaia) 

Otomeaho 

>t 

Peka 


Pakeu (Peka) [as above, 
repeated] 

Paatea, Oata 

Vavahenna 

Hoatta (Oata) 

Haotoupa, Meaho 

Niehitou 

Maouh (Meaho)* 


It will be noticed that there are two districts w’hich are not, 
apparently, identified by Vincendon-Dumoulin with any tribes; 
but this is a detail, a possible explanation of w'hich is that they 
were really only sub-districts. 

Moana (a mere boy in Vincendon-Dumoulin*s time) w’as not 
only the chief of Havaou. He was the king of the whole bay 
of Taio-Hae*. Paetini was Moana’s aunt* or his cousin*; 
Pakoko was related to him*; and Niehitou was his uncle and 

* Vincendon-DumouUn, /JVf. pp. 19J sq,, 184. 

■ Coulter, p. 243. D’Drvillc, Vqy.pitt. vol. i, pp. 479, 500. Stewart, vol. I, 
p. 279. Mathias, vol. xv, p. 370. Belcher, vol. 1, p. 356. Radiguct, 

vol. xxii, p. 460. 

* Vincendon-Dumoulin, IJ\I. pp. 193 sq. 

* D’Urville, vd. iv, pp. 16, 29. ‘ Ibid. p. 29. 
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adopted father^. So all the chiefs of the districts of the bay, 
except Vavaheima, whom I have not been able to identify, were 
close relatives of the king. The political system, so far at all 
events as the heads of the tribes were concerned, was that of a 
family circle; and this is, to this extent, coincident social and 
local grouping. There is reasonable ground for suspecting that 
it was so m other parts of the island, more especially as this 
would be in accord w-ith what was, I think, a widespread 
Polynesian system, though I have not been able to find the 
detailed evidence necessary to prove it and w‘e cannot guess at 
the extent to w'hich it prevailed. Tautain says that the Mar- 
quesan term for a tribe was aii^ which was identica] with the 
ftgati of New' Zealand-; so my comment on the use of the latter 
ivord in Rarotonga applies to the Marquesas also. 

I may also point out that, according to Mathias, though the 
chief of each district was independent in his own domain (as 
he seems to have been as regarded purely internal affairs in 
other parts of Pofynesia) relationship betiveen him and the 
chiefs of other districts arose in connection with national feasts 
and in time of w ar; that tiie chief of one of these districts might 
become the head of all of them in consequence of—among 
other things-^some relidous dignity; and that in dme of war 
and in the great councils of the tribe the power of the chief 
depended more or less upon the titles he possessed. The im¬ 
portance of the question of titles, with which may also perhaps 
be aviated ^t of religious dignity, as an element qualifying 
a chief of a district to pnfrof, more or less* the chiefs of the 
other districts of the tribe Is Wghly suggestive of some family 
relationship between the chiefs of the districts; the reference 
to national ” feasts also tends to point in the same direction 
and permai^i co-operation in war would be consistent with 
social relationship, 

I have no material showing whether or not, or to what 
extent, the inhabitants of a district were related to its chief’ 
but, going a stage lower down, we have statements by La 
Rochefoucald-Liancourt that the same houses often contained 
fathers and married children^ and by Quiros that it appeared 
that many people were lodged in each house, for there w'ere 
many bed places'*. 

^ Vinccndmi^Dumflulin, /Jf. p. 194- a«ligueE iayt he was Moana*s tmdi; 
and tutor (vol. xmi, p. 463). = wjttac 

' TautBui, L'Anthro, vet, viii, p. 670 noa z. 

= La Rochefoucflld-Liaatourt, vol. ITI, p. zz. 


* Quiroa, vot i, p. Z7. 
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My comments upon the frequent divisions of groups of 
people in the Society islands into eight sub-groups^ may be 
made here again with reference to the Nukuhivan divisions 
into three or six. 


PAUMOTU 


i draw attention, as regards the Paumotuan islands> to the 
Mangarevan tradition as to the division by .Anua Motua among 
the members of Jiis family of certain other islands, and of 
parts of Mangareva; but there is no material with which to 
associate with this the actual grouping of more recent times. 
There was a statement as to the division of the island of 
Fakahina into three distinct districts, peopled respectively by 
three families. 

There is no historical information on which to discuss the 
actual grouping in the Paumotuan Islands; but 1 will refer to 
one or two statements which touch it. Cu^ent says little is 
known of the ancient social constitution of the Gambier pVIan- 
preva] people, though it was said to have been aristocratic. 
The king was the first of all the chiefs, and the latter and the 
members of their families, constituting the aristocracy, were 
united by ties of relationship with him^ Montiton says the 
Paumotuans lived scattered about on the shores of their islands, 
but were grouped in farmlies^. Caillot tells us that there were 
usually two or three villages in the same district, but the 
inhabitants of these w'ere few in number and formed one or 
tw'o families whose principal members were chiefs or Judges®. 
I refer to the fact that the word ngati which 1 have discussed, 
meant in the Paumotu, according to Tregear's dictionary, a 
tribe or colony, a race or breed, and this term would probably 
be applied to the people of the districts or villages. Audran 
gives the names of four principal districts in me island of 
Napuka, and each of them begins with the prefix 


FIJI 


Fison's account of the social and political struaure in the 
Fijian district of Bau, and Young's explanation of the system 
found in Lakemba, tan, I think, be compared with confidence, 
so far as their terminology is concerned, on the assumption 


* Cuzent, VJ.G^ p. uy. 

* Ann. hydro^ vo|, xsi, p. 177. 
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that Young's **tribe” is the same as Fison*s "community,” and 
that Young*s ‘‘village” is the same as Fison's koro^ which he 
also calls a ^^ilagc; more especially as each of them uses the 
term mataqali to designate a section of a village, 1 shall adopt 
Fison's terminology in considering the matter. My method 
will be to take the various groups and sub-groups seriatim, and 
consider whether its members were connected, first locally, and 
then socially» 

The “ community. ” I think both writers mean us to under¬ 
stand by this a group of people occupying, substantially at all 
events, the same district. There is no statement that there w'as 
any social relationship between the people of the several karo 
of a communi^. 

The koro. The use by both wTriters of the word "village” 
shows that the meaning, or one of the meanings, of the term 
horo was a group of people living together locaFly. 1 see from 
Pratt's dictionaiy- that in Samoa means a fortress, and from 
Baker's dictionary that in Tonga kok means a fortress or tovs-nL 
The matoqaH w'as a “section of the people” of the koroi but 
Fison does not say whether he means by this a social section 
of a socially related Aoro, or merely some people occupying 
locally a portion of the area of the Aoro, Young^s reference to 
the division of a koro into families is not very clear; but I think 
he means that the families^—that is the mataqali- —of a horo 
were branches of the same larger family, the cMefs branch 
being the first of these. If this is so we have social relationship 
betw'een the mataqali of a koro. 

The mataqali. I think Fison uses the term " quarters ” w^th 
the conventional local meaning of residential areas; otherwise 
his use of the term would be hardly consistent with his explana¬ 
tion that the number might be greater or less than four, and his 
reference to a division in some parts of Fiji into two sections, 
separated by a ditch, su^csts the same thing. If this is so, it 
foliow’a that the matf^aiT was grouped togeiher locally. Both 
writers point to its being a sociafgroup; this is show^n by Fison's 
reference to the conomon descent of the members of a mataqali^ 
and by his statement that the people of each of the several 
yavusa were descendants of one of a band of brothers, the 
descendants of all of whom formed the mataqalif and by 
Young's description of a mataqali as being a family. 

* The k i« WBUtins ia Samoa, and t is substituted (ot r in both Samoa and 
1 DAgO. 
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The yavusa. Fison does not say whether or not the members 
of A yavusa lived localJy together; but social grouping is indicated 
by their descent from one or other of the ancestrJ brothers. 

pte vuvale. The members of a vuvale lived in the same or 
adjoining houses, so their grouping was local; and as they were 
brothers with their families, forming a subdivision of a yavusa^ 
th^ were also social groups. * 

The detailed evidence referred to above is not complete so 
far as the question of social and local grouping is concerned; 

^ words on the matter. Fison compares 

the koro to a cable, the mataqali being the ropes forming it, 
the yavusa the strands of the roj>e, the vuvale the yams of the 
strand, and the individuals the fibres of the yam‘; and as he 
explains, as we have seen, that the intertwisting, as between the 
members of a mateu^ah^ was that involved by a common descent, 

I imagine that he intends this interpretation of the metaphor 
to apply to the whole system. Then, again, the system, as 
desenbed by Young, of division of the community into villages 
or haro, each with its chief, of wluch one village was the kSro- 
turanga, or chief village, the leading family of which was that 
of the turanga-levu or great chief whose rule extended, not 
only over his own koro, but over all the koro of the communitv, 
is so strikingly like that of Samoa which we have investigated' 
in detail, that we may well believe that the social organization 
of Samoa, if we deem it to have been such, prevailed in 
Lakemba also, and very likely at Bau and other districts where 
there were Polynesian elements. Fison refers to the presence 
of “certain individuals” who were incorporated in a mataqali 
but were not full members of it; also to the way in which 
mataqali ran into one another so that it was not always easy at 
first sight to distinguish one from the other*. The latter state¬ 
ment represents a condition of intermi.xture found in Polynesia, 
and which I have discussed. The former may refer to relation¬ 
ship by adoption. Then there is Fison’s reference, w^hich I have 
already quoted, to koro that belonged to a community, but were 
not of it, and which were, I gather, in the main, fu^tives from 
other tribes, or war captives. We may compare the evidence as 
to those people with what von Billow and Schultz have told us 
with reference to Samoa, and may, I think, regard the matter 
as merely incidental, and as not affecting the general main 
system of grouping. 

* ¥iaoa,JAJ. vol. x, p. 335. * Jhid, 
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NIUE 

Niue bad, as we have seen, two main groups of people, ihe 
Motu in the north and the Tafiii in the south, and it is said 
that these tvvo woups had been so named from very ancient 
times, and had been constant enemies from time immemorial. 
These factors would be consistent with a belief that there w^as 
in the island a broad system of coincident local and social 
grouping, proWded we can show a social differentiation be¬ 
tween the two groups. On this point I refer to what has already 
been said about them, and to the suggestion that the Motu 
people were the earlier inhabitants and the Tafiti were, later, 
immigrants from Fiji. It is true that, according to Smith, the 
two groups of people had become so mixed that, though the 
distinctive names were still current, they could not be dis¬ 
tinguished ; but here, as in the cases of other islands, I refer to 
the social consequences of intermarriages and adoptions, and 
suggest that this intermixture is not inconsistent with the fact 
that the tw'o social groups, if such they were, w-ere regarded as 
still occupying their owm respective portions of the islands 

1 have referred, in connection with Rarotonga, to the use 
of the terms rigafi and hapu^ and have discussed them; and 
Smith introduces a similar question in connection with Niue. 
He says the Maori words and used as 

prefixes to tribal names, meaning the “descendants of,” are 
not knowm to the Niue people; nor do they know the New 
Zealand name for sub-tribe, ImpUt or a tribe, rW, The Niue 
word corresponding to the Maori rigati is ofii, which is also 
an old Maori vrord equivalent to td, and having the same 
mining as the Niue word. He thinks the equivalent in 
Niue of the Maori hapu is either or fangai and 

exemplifies the former by giving the names, each beginning 
with tanuj, of several groups of people, more or Jess related 
[that IS, the people of each group], and adds that “these 
names seem now^ to be applied indifferently to these people 
or to the places where they live,” The equivalent of 

the Maon “to feed ” is also a collection of relatives, 

though persons stranger m blood arc sometimes admitted into 
It* It seems, he says, probable that the word originated from 
the fact of the members of a family “ feeding” (fangai) together 
a more extended meaning hanng been given as the numbers 

* The common Molyncikn mtlmijig of thin wonJ is a chiJd or boy. 
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of the family increased. He refers to a modem statement of 
the offerings made to the church in Niue, in which each amount 
13 stated opposite the/angai who gave it, of which there were 
170, and among which are mcluded several with the prefix 
tamii. He thinks, however, that it is possible that some of 
the names given are those of places that are not identical 
with the fatigai considered as a family group of related 
persons'* 

1 have, in connection with this matter, referred to Tregear*s 
dictionary and to a Niuean vocabulary provided by Williams^* 
The word fungiu is used, with the meaning given above, pretty 
generally in Polynesia, including Niue* The term at appeare 
in the dictionary as meaning in New Zealand “ to lie \vith a 
female, to procreate or beget”; in Tahiti ”to copulate”; and 
in Hawai'i “to have sexual intercourse”; and Tregear com¬ 
pares it with the Samoan ainga “a family, a relative,” I do not 
find the Neiv Zealand w'ords hapii and ai\ or the Niue w^ord 
ohi in the Niuean vocabulary; but I do find the term hapai, 
meaning “ to lift up in the arms, to bring up a child.” I think 
that when we find these terms, including rtgaii and its equiva¬ 
lents, or one of them, u^d to designate a group of people, 
large or small, we are justified in suspecting that they involved 
the underlying idea of social relationship, even though that 
idea may in some cases have been lost* Smith's suggestion 
that in Niue the terms tama and fartgai were used both for the 
groups of people and the places where they lived is in accord 
lyith what we should expect; it would be consistent with coin¬ 
cident social and local grouping; his admission that people 
included under the term fangat might include a few strangers 
in blood would he explained by matrimonial and adoption 
customs; and I do not think we need be disturbed by his 
doubt as to the identity of some of the tama mentioned in the 
subscription list with what were then considered as family 
groups. ^ 

The evidence on the subject of grouping in Niue is small 
and fragmentary; but it su^ests a probable original geo¬ 
graphical separation, more or iSs continued, of two main social 
groups, and there are terminological grounds for suspecting 
a general recognition of the family element in the minor 
groups* 

’ Smrth,y.P.S.vol. xi. p. i 5 fl. 

’ W]llionia^ 7 _P. 5 * vtil. II, pp. 17-34, 65-70. 
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ROTUMA 

In Rotuma the was a small or large family group living 
in its own hamlet or \nllage, and having its family name and its 
pttre or head. To this extent have coincident social and 
local grouping* There w^ere also districts* each comprising a 
number of these rillages* each having its tigangaja or chief* 
always a member of the same family; and the affairs of the 
district were conducted by a council of the ngQvsGja and the 
pure of the families* Gardiner says that usually the chief of a 
district “had the name"'^* by which he probably means the 
name of the group* composed of several hoaug, occupying the 
district. I think we may almost assume from this that the 
relationship between the several hoang in a district was usually 
social, they forming a larger combined social group* and pos¬ 
sessing a group name. If so* the grouping of a district also was 
both social and local. 


UVEA 

In Uvea or Wallis Island there were three specific groups of 
people occupying three separate portions of the island; but the 
question is w'hether the tie between the members of each of 
those groups was social* or merely local* If the remarkable 
identity of the names of the three districts of these groups mth 
those of Ton^tabu* and the probable similarity in certain 
respects of their relative positions* is due to some special rela¬ 
tionship w'ith the three families of Tojigatabu* then we may 
well believe that in Uvea* as in Tongatabu* they were three 
social groups; but this relationship cannot be aemonstrated. 
These three Uvean groups are* however, spoken of as “families “ 
by the French missionaries, Bourdin* Graeflfe and Mangeret; 
so* unless wc are to believe that all th<^e v^Titers used the term 
loosely and inaccurately, each was a social group* 

ELLICE ISLANDS 

We have seen Hedley's reference to the segregation of the 
Ellice Islanders “ethnoiogicaily“ into groups; but his reasons 
for this reference are too scanty to justify us in assuming that 
there was social grouping, and we know' nothing of the grouping 
in the separate islands, Mrs David says that a hut consisted of 

* Gudincr, vol* xivii, p. 
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one individual room, and was sometimes inhabited by two or 
three families^; so, if, as is probable, these families were a 
consanguine family, v/t get coincident local and social grouping 
to this extent. 

EASTER ISLAND 

In Easter Island there evidently was, or had been, a separation 
of some sort betu’een the people of the western and eastern 
parts of the island; there was a local Rouping, but there is no 
evidence, actual or traditional, pointing to a social origin of 
that grouping. The division of tne island into districts, on the 
other hand, is, as regards some of them, fairly in accord with 
Thomson’s version of the tradition as to the division by Hotu- 
matua among his sons; and if this tradition may be regarded 
as an indication of a general belief in the island that the people 
of the several districts were derived from different families of 
descendants of the original common ancestor, then we are at 
liberty to suspect that these groups of people were social groups, 
each occupying its owm lo(^ territory. The discrepancies be¬ 
tween this version of the tradition and the subsequent arrange¬ 
ment of the districts may be due in part to inaccuracies in the 
version, and in part to changes that had taken place, and in 
particular to the evolution of sub-groups which nad so grown 
in size and importance as to have become regarded as groups, 
each occupying its owm territory. 

These groups, as now recognized—Mrs Routledge’s “clans” 
—were, sne tells me in one of her letters, family groups, and 
not territorial units. Two or three of them often lived in one 
locality, but did not blend; on the other hand, members of one 
group not infrequently settled in the territory of others, perhaps 
through marriage connections or as captives, but they alw^ays 
retained their owm group. Little groups cropped up in W'hat 
she calls unexpected places, as an example of which she refers 
to reports of Hitiuira people at Mataveri and Vinapu. Referring 
to the tradition concerning Hotu-matua, she says each group 
claimed descent from a common ancestor, the ancestors oeing 
generally identified as sons, sometimes as grandsons of Hotu- 
matua. The clans Hamea and Raa were stated by one authority 
to be brothers, and not connected with Hotu-matua. The idea 
of a common ancestor was, however, always present. 

Most of the groups were divided into sub-groups, and Mrs 

* Mrs David, p. 194. 
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Routlcdge has told me something about these. She sap th^ 
were smaller family units arising within the larger family unit, 
and again subdiriding j and that the process can he traced, not 
only in tradition^ but in what appear to be comparatively 
recent times. '*The little clans were the children of the big 
ones,” Mrs Routledge has supplied me with lists of these sub¬ 
groups, but the only one of these that I need reproduce is that 
of the Mim, as to ’ivhich she gives some further information. 
The sub-groups of this group w^ere: (i) Ongo, (2) Mataiva^ 
(3) Rauwai, (4) Kao, (5) Toko-te-rangi, (6) Maari, (7) Ko-era, 
(8) Hahai, (q) Matapu, (10) Moa-tahu, (u) Kae-huhani, 
(12) Ure-te-Niu and (13) Tuukoihii^ 

Mrs Routledge commenced a tabulated statement shearing 
the geographical distribution of the sub-groups; but unfor¬ 
tunately had, owing to lack of time, to abandon it before she 
had done very much* She^ however, completed it as regards 
the greater part of the Mini group, I am not sure that 
T understand her hurriedly sketched partial statement correctly, 
more especially as in some places she has apparently crossed 
things off, though I am not certain that this is so* She com¬ 
mences the statement at Vai-toa, the eastern extremity of the 
Mini area on the north coast, and takes it westw-ard along that 
coast, and then southward down the ivest coast to a point 
somewhere between Ahu Tepeu and Tahai. If I am correct in 
my belief that certain parts of the statement arc struck out, 
the consequence would be that it is not complete even for tlie 
area it covers—that is, there are blank spaces scattered along 
the coast w'hose sub-group inhabitants she has not been able 
to identify* I will, however, give her information as I under¬ 
stand it* 

The sub-group at Vai-toa was Maari, and somewhere be¬ 
tween Vai-toa and Anakena there was an Ongo-Kao mixture. 
In the neighbourhood of Anakena she shows an Ongo-Kao-Niu 
mixture, followed (further weai^ by a Kao-Niu mixture; but 
these two seem to be struck on. Then follows (further west) 
an Ongo area, followed by a Niu area, which was again followed 
by a Kao area, this last being apparently somewhat extensive* 
Next after this comes a Rauwui-Tokoterangi mixture, followed 
by a Rauwai group. We have now reached Ahu Tepeu, where 
there was a Mataiva-Kao mixture; and after this mllowed in 

' I am not sure thar t have read cDrreccJy Mn Roudedge's upcLIing of aIL 
ihette Dfljnea. 
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succession j groups first of Mataiva, then of Tokoterangi, next 
of Koera, and finally of Hahai; and at this point the information 
stops. 

It ^vill be noticed that the names of four of her sub-groups 
—Matapu* Moa-tahu, Kae-huhani and Tuukoihii do not appear 
in these particulars; it may be that their habitats were all in 
the extreme southern part of the Miru group on the western 
shore, or perhaps the explanation is that me particulars are not 
complete, there being places on the coast line of the district 
Vr’hose habitants Mrs Roudedge has not been able to identify* 
The particulars do not appear to disclose a mere haphazard 
intermixture of sub-groups. The Maari seem to have been con¬ 
fined to their own district; then there has apparently been a 
length of coast occupied by the Ongo, Kao and Niu (mixed or 
separate); then we come to the Rauwai, Mataiva, and Toko- 
te-rangi (mixed or separate); and finally to tuti unmixed sub¬ 
groups, the Koera and Hahai* 1 do not know what was the 
character of the mixing in these cases, but very possibly the 
bulk of it arose through intermarriages, in ivhicfi case the fact 
of the mixings of sub-groups would not necessarily be antagon¬ 
istic to suggestions that their grouping was in the main social 
and local coincidently, 

Mrs Routlcdge has also supplied me with the folloosing hvo 
illustrative genealogies of the founders of three of the sub- 
groups. 

I uuKoinii 

; - - - . 

Kio Mataiva 

\ I 

(3) Rau^vai (5) Tolta-tc-fangl 

Tanganon (AriJd) 
i 

Ko Rongo-Rongfa-Tangaroa 
Tuparinga Anga 


Ko-tc-kena ^ A Honga 

(6) Te kena-orue^orue-mairi (6) Ko-Uu-a-Honga-o-maairi 

All the names in the first genealogy are those of sub-groups, 
and if, as I imagine, they are names of persons* those persons 
would presumably be the heads—the bearers of the family 
names—of the sub-groups* In any case the genealogy shows 
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how sub-groups might be descended from—that is offshoots 
of—others. In the second genealogy, as Tangaroa is called 
arikiy I think we must believe that he was the head chief or 
king of the Mini group ; this list concludes apparently with 
two chiefs of the Maari group, thus showing now the sub¬ 
grouping might be continued downwards. 

As regards the whole matter, I think we must accept Mrs 
Routledge’s statements, according to which the grouping and 
sub-grouping of the people of Easter Island were primarily 
sodm in character, and believe that social and local grouping 
were to a considerable extent coincident. 

TIKOPIA 

There is some contradiction or confusion in the information 
given to Rivers as to the divisions of the people of the island 
of Tikopia. I have, however, drawn attention to the fact that 
apparently there were in d’Urville’s time four principal groups 
of people, and that Rivers was told of these same four groups 
perhaps three-quarters of a century later. These must have been 
important groups; but we have no information as to any 
traditions of their respective origins; and in Rivers’s time they 
seem, according to one informant, to have occupied separate 
districts, whilst, according to another, they were much mixed. 
There seems therefore to be no material upon which we can 
discuss the question of social and local grouping. 

OBSERVATIONS 

I wish, as regards the question of social and local grouping, 
to draw attention to the Samoan evidence. We have from this 
group, not merely general statements by wTiters, but a great 
quantity of detailed information, provided by Kramer, which 
enables us to track out a number of well-known families, to 
discover, as regards each of them, its several homes, and to 
find out, in a number of cases, how the family came, or may 
very likely have come, to live in these homes. In cases where, 
apparently, a number of different families were congregated 
more or less together in a way which at first glance seems to 
disclose purely local grouping, we are able to show that this 
grouping had a social origin, or at all events to refer to e\'idence 
that makes this probable or possible. I have no doubt that I 
could by further investigation have enlarged this detailed evi- 
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dence considerably by tracing out the histories of other families; 
but this would have involv^ much lengthening of the book, 
and it seemed hardly necessary. We have also been able to 
trace the circumstances under which, in certain cases, the 
leading control of the affairs of an area occupied by a social 
group, and the control of the title of the head of tKat group, 
rested with persons, some of w’hom lived outside that area, 
and to find explanations of this which seem to point strongly 
to a fundamental system of social grouping. 

No other group of islands offers us material comparable 
with this. We have from them evidence, in some cases fairly 
strong, but in others insufficient, pointing to the CTouping of 
the people on a basis mainly of a social character; but we may 
wonder what would have been the effect of that evidence if 
writers from these other groups had given us material such as 
Kr^er has given for Samoa. I think — and this is my reason 
for these comments — that we are, in considering the custom of 
grouping in Polynesia generally, justified in being influenced 
by what we know of Samoa, and in thinking that the rouping 
was probably fundamentally social in other islands also, even 
in cases in which the evidence actually available is insufficient. 



CHAPTER XV 

SOCIAL AND LOCAL GROUPING 


THE MARAE AS A SOCIAL CENTRE 

T H E consideration of the Jtiarae of Polynesia dt^ not come 
within the scope of this book. It is itnpossibie to state 
exactly and fiilly in a few sentences what they were, or the 
purposes for which they were used^ and it must be undei^tood 
that the following explanation, merely intended as an intro¬ 
duction to the subject now to be considered ^ is only very wide 
and general. Broadly speaking, the marae were sacred struc¬ 
tures, in the formation of which stones were as a rule ^used 
largely, specially associated with the gods or w 4 tK the spirits of 
the dead, where religious rites and ceremonies were performed, 
in or near some of which the bodies of the dead were exposed, 
or the bodies or parts of the remains w'ere interred, and in or 
near which councils were held. In some islands the marae or 
mulae was merely an open space, used, alo^ with a special 
wooden house erected in it, for certain official and public 
purposes and ceremonies, and sometimes, apparently, for re¬ 
ligious purposes, the interior of the house alone being used for 
some of these, and the house and the open space around it 
being used for the larger gatherings of people, 

The subject matter of this chapter is the close association, 
in some at all events of the islands, between a marae and a 
family or other social group, the marae belonging to the head 
of the group, and only members of the group being admitted 
into its sacred precincts. In this way the marae became what 
I have called a social centre, by which I mean the religious, 
ceremonial, and, in a way Mrhaps, secular central object that 
formed the visible sign and record of recognition of title and 
social relationship — a sort of family title deed; and we shall see 
how' the family connection was kept on record when members of 
the group, becoming heads of sub-groups, and perhaps leaving 
the central home of the parent ^oup, erected marae for them¬ 
selves, the visible connecting link between the parent marae 
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and the new one being the use of a stone from the former for 
the founding of the latter. 

It seems natural that a party of migrants—perhaps voyagers 
or castaways—arriving at a strange island, and settling there, 
should construct a mariu in which to engage in their religious 
rites and ceremonies; and such a marae^ if not founded with a 
stone from another marae in their distant home (we do not 
know how far back the custom of doing this had prevailed) 
would be an original or parent marae^ and would in any case 
be so, so f^ as that group of people in that island was con¬ 
cerned. This marae woulci presumably be associated specially 
with the head chief of the group, as their high priest, but it 
would be the property of the group as such. Tiien in course of 
time the group would expand, and branch groups would be 
formed, and the latter, with their official hea&, would wish to 
have their ow'n marae. Recognizing the great sanctity of the 
original marae, associated as it would be with the tutelar god 
of the entire group, and perhaps recognizing the mana that 
would be in its stones, it would be a natural tmng for them to 
use a stone from the old marae to infect with its sanctity the 
new one; and the custom of transferring stones in the way 
referred to may have had its origin in ideas of this character. 

It is, I imagine, in some such w’ay as this that we must 
contemplate the jprobable origin of the Polynesian marae. There 
were in some of the islands certain marae still standing and 
used as such, the very great antiquity of which was the basis 
of the special sanctity that w^as attributed to them. Some of 
these may have been w'hat I have called original marae, or 
some or all of them may have been offshoots of still older 
marae, w^hich had disappeared, leaving no traditions behind 
them. However this may be, we know that when white men 
reached the Pacific islands there were in some of them an 
enormous number of marae, great and small; and the parental 
relationship of a number of these marae to their offshoot marae 
was well known. It will be seen therefore that the marae would 
become standing evidence of family relationship and family 
r^k. A chiefs claim to rank of blood would be vindicated by 
his possession, as head of a social group, of the marae of that 
group, or, if he w'as not head of the group, his right of entering 
into It ; the height of his rank would be based upon that of the 
group that owned the marae, and this again would depend, in 
the case of an offshoot marae, upon the rank of the larger parent 
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group, from whose marae the other ttwrae was derived. I have 
presupposed a special association of an ongitial with the 

head chief of the group to which it belonged, as its high priest. 
This idea might well develop into a system under which his 
ow'uershipof the w'as recognised; but this ownership would 

only be official, on behalf of the group of which he was the head, 
and indeed this was, I think, the way in w hich it was commonly 
regarded, just as w'as regarded his ownership of the land be¬ 
longing to the group. The question of the priestly character of 
the office of a chief or other head of a social group will be 
considered in a later chapter. 

There were traditions pointing to the construction of what 
were evidently, at all events lot^ly, original imirae. 1 have 
already told the stories concerning Karika and Tangiia, the 
founders of the two great royal families of Rarotonga, It was 
said of Karika that on the occasion of his first visit to Rarotonga 
he made a circuit of the island and built the mara£ at Avarua 
and Araitetonga^. Avarua was afterwards, as we have seen, the 
central home of the Karika group, and .Aravtetonga was within 
a couple of miles of it; and I gather that the marae thus 
attributed to Karika were the actual marae which, or the re¬ 
mains of which, were to be seen in modern times. So on a 
subsequent visit, prior to his final settlement of the island, 
Karika built a Tnars^ in another part of it“. It w^ll be seen 
how, assuming the connection between marae and social groups 
referred to above, a chief, the owner of a fnarae, would be able, 
by reason of the fact that his marae was an offset of a Karike 
marae^ or of another marae, which was itself idie offset of a 
Karika marae, to establish his descent from Karika—or at least 
from the oripnal Karika family. We have also seen that, ac¬ 
cording to traditions of the island of Aituiaki, Ru, regarded as 
the first person to reach the island, upon landing at once erected 
two marae ] the later Te-erui also erected marae there when he 
and his people took possession and settled down. Then again, 
according to tradition, the great voyager Tu-te-rangiatea, on 
arrival apparently at Ra'iatea, erected there, as we have seen, 
a great Ttiarae, which may or may not, as Smith dunks, have 
been the well-known marae of Oro at Opoa, which was appar¬ 
ently the parent or grandparent of other important marae m the 
Societ)' Islands. According to another story, the Opoz marae was 

* Nicholas, vol. i, p. 70. 

“ Ibid. p. 71. 
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founded by the deified Hiro, the first king there ^—one of the 
most celebrated of the Pacific voyagers of Polynesian traditions. 
All these examples point, of course, to ancient traditions only, 
this bein^ inevitable as regards the very old marae\ but we 
may, I think, take it that the traditions would be in accord with 
recognized Polynesian customs. I could, no doubt, find more 
examples of the same thing by further research—indeed I 
know' of some others*—^but I think those riven above are suffi¬ 
cient to illustrate that to which I refer; and it will be recognized 
that these original marae might well become the commencing 
title deeds of titular families claiming the highest aristocracy 
of ancient descent. 

Other onginal marae^ as I m^’ call them—that is, marae that 
were not, so far as we know, ofrehoots from older marae —seem 
to have been built from time to time by chiefs who, and w'hose 
ancestors, had long been resident in their home, and who already 
possessed marae^ the great marae at Papara, built by Amo and 
Purea for their son TeriSrere, being, 1 think, an example of this; 
but I do not think this is a question w'hich I need investigate here. 

The bulk of the eridence on the w hole subject comes from 
the Society Islands, so I will refer to this first; beginning with 
some general statements, which, though they deal w'ith various 
matters, w'ill be better followed if introduced, each as a w'hole, 
instead of being cut up and referred to in separate sections. I 
may point out that the bearing w'hich I think the evidence has 
upon the question of social and local grouping is this. Groups 
of people, gathered together in certain localities, had their 
marae^ used for rites and religious observances and perhaps 
other matters affecting the groups—that is, each group had its 
ow’n marae. The question I ask is, w hat was the qualification 
required for having right of entry into the marae^ and perhaps 
taking part in the ceremonies, and in proceedings affecting the 
affairs of the group, performed or taking place in or near the 
marae} Was it residential or one of kinship? The evidence will 
show that it was kinship, and I think that this points to a 
system of social grouping. 

De Bovis says that the princes, the chiefs and the petty 

' Dc BovU, p. 236. There were, u we have seen, traditions of an original 
association of this marat with Tangaroa, and not Oro; but this does not affect 
our present subject. 

' Fgi provides a traditional example in the case of some fumtives from 
another land, who on arriving in Fiji proceeded to build a nanga (FiMon, J.AJ. 
vol. XIV, p. 17). 
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chiefs all had their family marae, to which they attached nearly 
the same importance as the sei|neiirs of former days did to the 
eh^t^au-Jort whose name they bore* Families without a murae 
went on high days and holidays to the nearest maroe, into the 
enclosure of which they never penetrated^, De Bovis is spew¬ 
ing of a royal marae when he says it was a sort of family 
property, and the king often commanded there by right of his 
being the head of the race* When he was absent, his brother 
or his son, or any other near relation, took his place, and the 
most distant members of the family were accustomed to speak 
of “our marae” A brother, say, of a reigning prince, might 
travel far away, and become chief or king in another district or 
another island, but he also would speak of “ our marae," and 
would visit it to pay his devotions whenever he could; and he 
w'ould be greatly distressed if he was unable to be there on the 
occasion of certain solemnities. In case of his death he would 
bequeath to his son the right to sit in this Tnarae beside the 
reigning king, and almost on a footing of equaliy. Two or 
three families, in other islands, or other parts of the same 
island, might have equal rights in the maroE, and would go 
there religmusly at certain periods; and sometimes there would 
be a great concourse of people, often coming from scattered 
different islands, at the Jiurrae meeting there, and keeping up 
their common origin* If these princes, of common origin, 
were at war with one another, hostilities would be suspended 
on certain days, and the enemies would meet in this same 
marae, without any fear of one of them profiting by the circum¬ 
stance. So also a canoe landing at the jnarae was respected; 
and even if it was met by superior forces in the open sea, it 
would be allowed to continue its course, on proof that it was 
going there In describing certain great marae^ de Boris says 
there were in them a special compartment for die proprietary 
prince, and a special place for the priests, and the rest of the 
large enclosure was occupied by the princess male relations®; 
and again (referring to a specific mara^)y he speaks of families 
having, according to their rank, reserved places in little wailed 
compartments in the He is speaking of nmae generally 

vvhen he says the chief w'as descended in a direct line from the 
deity; thus the marae where this deity was worshipped be¬ 
longed to him, and he always occupied the place of honour 


* Be Bovis, p* 378. 


' Jbiil. pp. Z90 iq. 
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there^- He refers elsewhere to the master of the rfnirae, in 
whose name everj’ ceremony was performed^; and to the royal 
tnarae^ inseparable from power^. He tells us that, when a matae 
was really royal and famous, there ’were usually round about it 
several secondary marae, belonging to princes or chiefs of 
inferior rank, and that what was being done in the great 
marae was imitated there simultaneously, and with great exacti¬ 
tude'*. If, as 1 imagine would usually be the case, the owners 
of the secondary' marae were kinsmen of the owner of the 
principal trtarae, this close imitation of ritual is inter¬ 
esting. 

Baessler says ^at every arTi (chief) had to be able to name 
four things as his own — a moua (mountain), an outu (point of 
land), a ii:jhua (assembly place), and a marae^ and by doing 
this he proved himself to be an arTL The most important of 
these w^ the marae, and the age of the fftara£ determined the 
rank which its chief held. The number of the m^irae was very 
large. Each chief, high or low, each family, had its own, but 
there were only about twelve in Tahiti which vrere connected 
with authority, power, and landed property, all the rest having 
branched off from these®. As regards the reference to these 
twelve marae^ I am not sure what he means by authority* etc.; 
every holder of a marae would have authority over his own 
group, as its official head, and I can hardly believe that even 
in when Baessler wrote, there were only twelve land¬ 

owning families in Tahiti possessing marae. Probably he is 
referring only to the very great chiefs, the owners of the 
principal aiarae. He says it was a matter of linle importance 
to which god the marae was dedicated ; even the right to human 
victims had no influence on its rank, tfiis being determined 
only by its age and by the family which its ancestor tables 
represented. The social si^ificance of a marae lay in its char¬ 
acter as representing a ramily \)Ges£hlech(\; and the social 
position of a man depended on the marae inside which he 
possessed a stone for a seat. In founding a marae the builder 
transplanted this stone of his to the new marae ^ thus making 
known the connection with the old maraet as welt as the new 
one^s dependence on it. In the marae there w'as a row of stones 
which indicated the seats of the families belonging to it, and 
were most important, as they formed, as it were, the ancestral 


’ ftid. p. z36h 
* Ibid. pp> zSS iq* 


^ Ibid, p. 37^, 

* Baesicr, N,S-B. p. 


' Ibid, p. 346. 
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tables of these people. The name of the marae was added only 
by the head of the family to his own. The head of a Geschkchi 
had a right to the names of all the marae of his Stamm. Certain 
rights were connected with each of ih^ titles, as was also the 
case with each seat in the marae^. I believe that both GescMeckt 
and Stamm might be translated into ** family,*' but am told that 
the former wmrd is generally used to represent a group some- 
w^hat larger than that implied by the latter, and it seems to be 
with these distinctive meanings that Baessler uses the terms, 

I gather that the Gesekkeht would be a group, and the Stamm a 
sub-group. I think Baessler*s reference to the right to the 
names of all the marae means that the head of a social group 
with his principal marat had the right to be regarded as the 
head also of the dependent related marae. Baessler says that 
if any one wandered away to another place, he attached himself 
to his fetii (relations) there, and received in their marae the 
place to which he could lay claim from his marae. If his marae 
was one of high standing, he became, on assuming a new name, 
chief of the marae of his fetii. On the other hand, he could be 
chief in his home district without being one in the new district^ 
The exact meaning of this statement is not clear; but I will 
refer again to this matter later on, Baessler says if anyone had 
gone away, and been absent for a very long time, descendants 
coming back at any time could again assume the rank vvhich 
their ancestor had possessed immediately on proving their right 
to a seat in the marae. With their rant they also received all 
the rights and the property belonging to them. If the proof 
failed they were killed as deceivers, and in order to protect 
themselves from this, each family kept its genealogy strictly 
secret^. The head of a marae was not the high priest, but the 
ari'i (chief); and it was to him, and not to the priest, that it 
lent power and authority. Even if he w'as concjuered in war, 
and had lost pow er as a refugee, his importance as chief of the 
marae remained unweakened; wherever he W'cnt he was received 
as such, according to his rank* It was the same with everyone 
else; in whatever position he might find himself, he codd 
never lose his social position, vvhich was maintained for him 
by hia seat in the marae*. As regards the fate of an intruder 
into a maraet Baessler tells a story of a man, whose tw^o sons 
had been killed by a great chief, and their bodies sent to a 

1 Baewler, N.S.B. pp. * tbid, pp. sq, 

> Jbid. p. 120 . * Ibid. pp. 129 *9- 
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marae, and who went there and entered the marae^ whereupon 
he was killed ^ 

Ari'i Taimai supplies information so nearly identical in parts 
with that ^ven by Baessler, that I can only think he must have 
obtained his mformation from her son Tati Salmon, from whom 
he admittedly got much materiaL In view, however, of the 
fact that each writer tells us something w'hich the other docs 
not—^at all events in quite the same way—and that there are 
one or two actual differences between them, and of the special 
trustw'orthiness of statements made by this Tahitian princess, 
I will give her information in full. She says that in Tahiti 
every chief, great or small, had a marae or temple, a tahua or 
dancing place [Baessler calls it an assembly place—probably it 
was both], a motia or mount, and an outu or point [that is, as 
Baessler puts it, a point of land]» The old and important 
maraet of which the rest were mostly branches, numbered only 
about a dozen; and these were the record of rank and the title 
of propert)' throughout the island [this agrees with my \iew of 
the meaning of Baessler’s statement] . The marae w^as a walled 
enclosure, with an altar sacred to some god; but it represented, 
more than anything else, the family. The god w'as a secondary' 
affair, and even the right to human sacrifices had little to do 
w ith the rank of the marae. To the Taiiitians, the family and 
its antiquity alone were seriously interesting. An aristocratic 
society, their religious arrangements w'ere rigorously aristocratic 
and a man's social position depended upon his having a stone 
to sit upon within the marae enclosure. "I'his was the reason 
w'hy the chief of Raiatea in 1774 asked Cook the name of his 
marae \ for a man without a marae could be no chief, and Cook 
was regarded as a great chief; so he gave the name of his 
London parish^. Ari*i Taimai further says that the chosen 
head of a family had the right to all the marae [meaning all 
those of his family], and that with each of the names and seats 
in the marae went the lands attached to the title and the rights 
attached to the wholeThen again, she says that, thanks to 
the maraef the social ranks of chiefs in the South Seas %vere so 
well known, or so easily learnt, that few serious mistakes could 
be possible; genealogy grew into a science, and swallowed up 
history, and made law a field of its own. Chiefs might w^ander 
off CO far distant islands, and be lost for generations; but if the 

^ Baessler, vol. Lxxrii, p. 391. 

“ Ari'i Taimai, pp. 14/9. ^ Ibid. p. 16. 
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descendant of one of them came back, and if he could prove 
his right to a seat in a family he was admitted to all the 

privileges and property which belonged to him by inheritance* 
On the other hana, if he failed in his proof, and turned out to 
be an impostor, he was put to death without mercy. Relation¬ 
ships were asserted and contested with the seriousness of legal 
titles, and were often inatters of life and death. Every' family 
kept its genealogy secret, to protect itself from impostors, and 
every member of the family united to keep it pure^; indeed 
one of the reasons for infanticide w^as the danger that children 
of chiefs by low-bom women should come into family suc¬ 
cessions^* She also refers to the right of a man to take a stone 
from his own and ^vith it found another®. 

1 have confined myself so far to broad, general statements 
on the whole matter; I now propose to refer to incidental 
statements relating to sp©:ific points, and to give actual examples 
of the operation of some of the customs with which we are 
dealing. I will start with the ownership of the marae. Bligh 
says that burial places remained with the head of the family^; 
and Cook says they w ent with the estate to the next heir, and 
w'ere called Ly his name*. Forster says the marae generally 
bore the name of some living chief, and gives examples of sucb 
marae^. Tyerman and Bennet refer to a marae which had come 
to Its owTier by inheritance^* The Duff missionaries refer to 
the practice for the owner of the principal house to set up 
an image and worship in the marae, and that other houses in 
his department claimed the same privilege®. Andia y Varela 
says the marae belonged to the kings®. The marae w'hich Amo 
and Purea built for their son was regarded as being bis marae. 
The occasion of this was the inst^lation of the son, and it 
would be the same as regards the Huahine marae, which 
Tyerman and Bennet were told had been built on the occasion 
of the making of an Ari'i Taimai tells us of tw^o Eimeo 

under-cbiefs who built a marae, and obtained the consent of a 
great chief of another district to be their over-lord. The 
mounting of their marae by that chief made it and them sacred 
to himself; he became in fact the head of their family and 

^ Aii'i Taitnai, p. 17* 

* Ibid, p. 37. Cf* 'lyrrman, voL i, p. 196^ Parkinson (2), p. 47. 

* Ari'i Tuunci, pp* 14, tS, S6. * Bligh, p. ic2, * Cook:, vol* tlT,pp. 34419* 

* Fof«ter, Voy. voL n, pp. 13819., voL 1, pp* 1S7, 3^. 

^ Vol. 1* pp. 245 19. * WiLeon, p. 1S4. 

* Comey, Tainti, vol. ii, p, a6o. Ibid. vol. 1, p. £41. 
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master of their povver^ in addition to his headship in his own 
district^* 1 do not doubt that this great chief was a relative of 
superior rank to the other two. I have referred to the tradition 
as to the drifting off of a portion of Ra^iatea^ this portion 
becoming the island of Tahiti; the chiefs concerned in this 
separation were said to have divided the land among them¬ 
selves and their people, and to have erected mar^ '*to prove 
their titles to their respecti ve possessions This\vas,of course^ 
only a legend, but it shows how the people rerarded the rjuwae. 
Tyerman and Ilennet say that in the island of Borsbora it was 
usual, on the consecration of a murae, for the king to enter and 
walk over it, before either the chief or other people were allowed 
to do so^; I have no doubt that this ceremony was associated 
with the idea that the rriarae was the property-' of the king. 

A chief might be the owner of more than one marae in cases 
where two or more titles* carrying with them their marae^ and 
property and rights belonging to the holders of those titles, as 
official heads and on behalf of the social groups of which^thei\' 
were chiefs, became concentrated in one man, or w^here a chief, 
having a marae^ built* or had built for him* another one* as in 
the case of the new marae built by Amo and Purea for their 
son. It seems to have been the custom, in such a case, for the 
chief to have a separate title in respect of each of his marae. 
We have seen, for example, that the Vaiari chief had a title 
Maheanu belonging to him in connection with his nj^arae named 
Farepua, and a title Teri'inui in connection with his Ttiarae 
named Tahiti, This example is instructive, because the Farepua 
marae was e\idently the original or earlier marae of the Vaiari 
ancestors of the whole Teva group, and the IVhiti maras a 
later acquisition from another source; and it appears that it 
was under his Maheanu title that he had been officially the 
head of the Teva, and continued to be their head socially» The 
Papara head cliief bore the title of Tuiterai in connection with 
his marae Taputuarai* the title of Aromaiterai in connection 
with his marae Tooarai, and the title of Teriirere in connection 
w’ith his marae Mahaiatea'k Ari'i Taimai^s mother was sole 
heir to Marama* the head chief of Eimeo, who, through the 
extinction of the families of chiefs in Tahiti, had succeeded to 
most of the great names and properties in Eimeo and Tahiti, 
Ari^i 'faimai says her mother thus had a number of family 

' Ari'i Taunai, pp. 168-71^ ’ T. Hcniy,y.P.^. yol. xx* p* 5. 

* Vol. 1, p. 313. * Ari^J Taimai, p» 16, 
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maraCf of which thirteen were in Eimeo and Tahiti, and she 
gives a list of all these marae^ and of the titles associated ivith 
them respectively, each being different from the others, and 
each title carrying with it the lands that belonged to it, and 
making her mistress there in her own right. I notice that she 
had two titles in the Vaiari district—namely, Maheanu-i- 
Farepua and Teri'inui-o-Tahiti, which accords wath what I 
have already said about the marae there'. 

The interest, for our present purpose, of the ownership by 
a chief of tw'o or more ntarae^ except perhaps in cases where a 
second or other marae had been built by a chief for himself or 
his son, and had not come to him by family succession, is that 
each of his titles would be that, or one of those, of the head of 
the specific social group on w hose behalf he owned the maroe^ 
and that the association of each title with one of these marae 
illustrates the close genealogical connection bet^veen the several 
marae and social groups whose official heads held the titles. 

Referring to Baessler^s statement as to a man wandering away 
and attaching himself to hhfetn^ lam inclined to think his mean¬ 
ing is this. The wanderer is supposed to have been the owner 
of a marae and would not by wandering lose his rights as such. 
If that marae was one of high standing^*—by which I suspect 
he means, if it was a parent of the marae of his fetii —then he 
might become the superior head of that marae also, but would 
have to adopt a name connecting him wnth it; and in any case, 
whether he did so or not, he would be entitled to a seat in the 
feiti marae befitting his rank in the larger group of which he 
and the fetii \Yere members. 

I now' pass to the subject of what I may c^l the family seats 
in the marae. There are a few more references, besides those 
by de Bovis, Baessler, and Ari 4 Taimai already quoted, to the 
specific stone seats. Cuzent speaks of stones called niho (teeth) 
in a Tahitian marae t which he says represented the places of 
the different members of the family to whom the enclosure 
belonged, the stone in the centre being the seat of the eldest 
son^, who, I may point out, would be the holder of the title. 
Baessler describes a marae in the island of Eimeo, containing 
a pyramid, an altar, and nine large stones, the seats of the effiefe 
and nobles of the land, round the altar®. Tyerman and Rennet, 
in describing the great marae of Tane in Huahine, refer to two 

1 Taiuuu, pp, 161 174. * Cuitnt, O'Tmii, p. 127, 

* Baessler, p. [40. 
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small terraces each a foot high, on the declivity immediately 
below the J 7 iarae-f and say that on the lower side of these were 
eight isolated stones, set up at some distance from one another, 
designating by their position with reference to the temple, that 
part of it which particularly belonged to each of the eight 
districts of the island, and round which the inhabitants on 
public occasions congregated in tribes^. They evidently regard 
these stones as having been just outside the irmrae, but as to 
this the question may be what exactly do we include in the 
term marae. The point is not material to our present purpose, 
and \ suggest that the stones were probably the seats of the 
chiefs of the eight districts, near w^hich their respective people 
would congregate. T* Salmon, in speaking of a certain maraet 
says that some members had disappeared, and their seats in the 
family temple had remained unclaimed-. As regards the penalty 
of intrusion by an outsider, we are told that this was death 
There are traditional and historical records of the Society 
Islands concerning the founding of new niarae by removing a 
stone from some existing marae ^ as stated by Baessler and 
Ari'i Taimai; 1 will draw attention to some of these, and 
I could, I think, by further search. Include others* We 
have seen that, according to tradition, Teva set up his marae 
at Mataoa in Papara, by transfeiring there a stone from the 
old Vaiari marae Farepua; and the Vaiari marae Tahiti had its 
origin in a stone taken from the great marae at Opoa in Ra'^iatea i 
and the viarae in Tautira was founded with a atone taken from 
the marae at Borabora; and that, according apparently to 
history, the marae Tooarai w'as founded with a stone taken 
from the m^rrae Taputuarai, both in Papara* Wc are told that 
Pomare I took a stone from the above-mentioned Opoa marae 
of his ancestors by one line of descent, and with it founded a 
meirae of the same name in his district of Pare Arue h Both 
T. Salmon and Miss Henry refer to the practice, the former 
speaking of it as a thing done by members who left the district 
of their old marae, who cared for their social standing, and 
thus acquired new marae which became the title deeds of their 
rank^. The island of Borabora provides an interesting example 
of a development of the custom. A Rotuman prince arrived 
there bringing with him a stone from his o^sm marae, and 

' Vol. r, p. z 32 . * voL xjx, p. 43, 

* Ari’i Taimai, p. 29, ‘ Ibid. p. 86* 

• T. Salmon, vol, jni, p. 43* T. Henry,yj>.S, voU IX, p* 
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married a Boraboran princess. They built a new marse, and 
placed the prince's stone in one front corner of it^ and a stone 
from the royal murae of Borabora in the other, and called the 
marae Fare-ma (two houses), thus '‘making it a seat of royalty 
as great as the parental marae of the mo families” f. This 
ptame would therefore be a permanent standing record of the 
double line of ^cest^ in the genealogical tree of the family of 
descendants arising from the marriage. Another variation js 
seen in the placing over the grave of the young heir of the 
king of Huahine of a stone taken from the great marae of Oro 
there-. 

I will give a couple of examples illustrating the question of 
the right to a seat in a itmae, Pomare i of Pare-Arue (Purionuu) 
was the son of a woman of the family of the head chiefs of 
Ra'iatea, and through her had a right to a seat in the great 
marae at Opoa®; but he had no rights and no seat in the marae 
of Matavai (Hapape), to the east of Pare^Arue, and dare not 
even enter the district^ On the other hand, the mother of Amo 
of Papara was the daughter of the chief of Hapape, so his son 
Terihrere had a seat in the marae there So, when Cook ’ 
arrived at Matavai in 176^, he never saw Pomare j but he did 
see Amo, Purea and Teri'irere*. The difference between the 
rights of these two chiefs in the Hapape marae is significant, 
because, as has been shown, the influence of Papara was weak 
in that district, whilst it was included in the area of general 
influence of the Pomare family ; and at the period to which the 
statement applies Papara had just been thoroughly beaten in 
the general war waged against it on behalf of the Pomares. 
Yet the defeated Ten* here of Papara had the right of entry 
there, and the victorious Pomare was excluded. Then, again, 
after the great defeat of Amo and Purea, Tutaha, as we have 
^cn, seized the maro^ura, or sacred red feather belt, which 
had been made for their son Teri*irere, and placed it in the 
great marae of Oro in Attahuru. In order that Pomare i 
should receive full recognition it was necessary that he should 
t^e his seat, and wear the belt in that marae. At the outset 
Jus right to take a seat in the marae was challenged and disputed' 
but ultimately he was, it is said, allowed to do so because his 
great-grandmother was a daughter of a chieftainess of Aliurai 


; S xxi. p. 77, » Tycmian, vol 

' fbid, 
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and Punaauia, and as such had a right to a seat there^—a 
right which would descend to Pomare» 

On the death of Teri*irere, his j^ounger brother Ari'ifaataia 
succeeded to the head chieftainship of Papara; but as he was 
only fifteen or sixteen years old, Arih'paea, who had married 
the niece of his father Amo, was appomied his guardian-. 
Poi^e 1, wishing to secure the chieftainship of Papara, 
intrigued with the guardian Ari^ipaea, and the latter, in 
treacheiy' to his ward, surrendered it. The form by which this 
was done was, so far as it alfects the matter novr under dis¬ 
cussion, as follows. Pomare and his party landed in Papara, 
and proceeded to the marae, w^here Arilpaea, on behalf of his 
w^ard, was seated upon the stone seat of the head chief of 
Papara; the latter then arose, invited Pomare to sit there in his 
place, which he did, Ari^ipaea prostrating himself at his feet. 
The high priest then offered hun^an sacrifices to the god, tore 
an eye from one of the victims, oflfered it to Pomare, engaged 
in long prayers, and then addressed the new ruler,’^ offering 
him, in the name of Aii'ipaea, the lands of the district of Papara^. 
The people of Papara had no share in this performance, and 
indeed knew nothing of it until it ivas completed. They re¬ 
garded it as a betrayd of trust, and seem never to have recog* 
nized that it was binding on them^. 

7 'he customs with reference to the Society Island marae, 
looking at them broadly* and starting their consideration with 
the contemplation of what I have c^led an original marae — 
that is a marae not derived from a stone taken froni another— 
seem to have been substantially as follows, (i) The original 
marae belonged to the chief in his official capacity of head of 
the social group of which he was chief, and, in a sense at all 
events, on behalf of the group. {2) *TTie ownership of this 
tttarae passed to his successors to the title. (3) No one might 
ej:iter the marae who was not a member of the group. This is 
undoubtedly correct; but it must not be understood to imply 
that any one w*ho was a member of the group, down to the 
humblest, had the right of entry . This is a question which I 
camiot discuss here, as marae differed in form, and it is often 
impossible to say exactly what was, from the point of view of 

^ Jbtd. pp. 7417, 

* p, if* (correcting Moerenhout, wImj m vnl. n, 416, species of 
Arj'ipaea as the thitf and Foataia aa the guuTdlan). 

* Moerenhom, vol. n, pp. 418 (names have been trampoted by me) 

* Ari'i Taimai. p. 115. 
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right of entry, the boundary of what writers call the marae. 
The custom wa$ apparently, speaking very generally, for the 
head priest and his attendants, and the head chief or Idng, to 
occimy prominent central positions in the whilst sub- 

chiers—olhcial heads of sub-groups—^who could prove their 
social relationship to the royal family, in which I include 
descent from the common ancestors of the whole group, or 
certain of those sub-chiefs, according, I imagine, to their rank, 
were entitled to occupy their ancestral stone seats within the 
maraej and this right passed to their successors* The general 
body of the people was outside the murae proper, though they 
formed part of the worshipping group; but I cannot point to 
any dehned rule of distinction between sub-chiefs who might 
occupy their seats in the marae and people who had to be 
outside^* My point is that those, whether inside or outside the 
marae^ who took part, active or passive, in the religious rites 
that were being conducted there, were actually or substantially, 
all members of the social group to whom, or to whose head 
chief, the marae belonged. (4) A chief might own more than 
one fnaraef one of these being his ancestral and the other 

or others murae that had been built by or for him. 1 imagine 
that the social regulations relating to these others woula be 
similar to those of the ancestral nwrae; but 1 find no evidence 
as to this. (5) A chief might, as the result of successions, 
acquire the titles—'the headships — of two or more social grO’Ups, 
in which case he would be the owmer of the mar at of the head 
chiefs of both those groups. But socially, and to a greater or 
less extent at all events, politically, his rights to these marm 
w^ould be separate and distinct one from another \ his ow nership 
of each would be that of the head chief of the group to 

w hose chief it belonged and to the title of w^hich chief he had 
succeeded, and the rights of other people of entry and having 
^cestral stone seats in the maras would be such as 1 have 
indicated above, but confined to members of that group, (6) A 
sub-chief entitled to 3 stone seat in a could remove a stone 
from that marae^ and with it found a new- marae to be built by 
him, and of which he would be the owner, as chief of the sub¬ 
group of which he w*as the head. It is not clear whether the 
stone so removed would be his ancestral seat in the parent 
marae or some other stone forming part of it. Baessler says it 

^ There are one or two mAttera mcniioncd here the evidence aa to which hus 
not yet been given. 
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was the former; but I am convinced the chief would not lose his 
right to sit in the parent tnaraet and if he did not do so^ one woutd 
thmfc he would leave his ancestral seat there. (7) The chief of 
a parent marae e\idcntly had recognised rights in the daughter 
vtaraCi including, apparently, the right to be regarded as its 
super-head; in which case he would, I imagine, be entitled, if 
present in the daughter marae^ to take the principal seat there; 
but I cannot say that this was so. He w'ould, however, have to 
have a name or title by which he was associated with that marae. 

As regards the whole question of the bearing upon the subject 
of social and local grouping of the evidence as to the ideas of 
the people, and their customs connected with the tmiraej my 
contention, which is in accord with statements by wTiters, is 
this. I point out that a miirae might, in the absence of investiga¬ 
tion, be associated by an obsen'er simply with a group of 
people, liWng in a certain area, and this would be consistent 
with a belief that the grouping of the people was local. When, 
however, we recognisK how closely connected these marae were 
with the families and their genealogies, noticing among other 
things the rights given to unknowm people arriving from a 
distance, provided they could prove their ancestry', ’ive are, f 
think, justified in re^rding this connection as additional evi¬ 
dence that the grouping was fundamentally social, even though 
local and social grouping were to a large extent coincident. 
I'he ownership by a chief of a marat was a title deed to the 
ancestral^ headship of the social group as chief of which he 
held it; and if that marae was an old one, lon|f possessed by 
the group in the names of its chiefs, his ownership was a risible 
sign of his long lineage. If the marae was reco^i^ed as having 
been an offshoot of a still older its chief could point 

proudly to the antiquity of the original group of which his 
ancestors and he were the descendants. And all this evidence 
of ancestral rank would similarly be available for all persons 
who had ancestral seats in a Tfwroe, and indeed for all persons 
of the same social group. 

The information on the question now under discussion ob¬ 
tained from islands other than those of the Society group, is 
only very fragmentary, and cannot be regarded as evidence in 
support of a definite connection between the right of entry 
into a msTse and social groups, except so far as vve can regard 

^ ] do not use this term as deoKsarUy involving direct tintai ancestry; I 
mean family ancestry, according io the cuatoms of succession. 
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it in the light of we know concerning the Society Islands, 
and suspect that this connection existed. 

The koutu of ^oton^ were places where all the chiefs or 
priests met to discuss tribal events of note, and mar^ were 
generally built \rithin the area of the koutu, there being some¬ 
times three or four jtmrae in one koutu. In calling out the name 
of a chief the public speaker would first call his name, then 
that of his koutu and then that of his marae. The ariki [great 
chief] being the head of the koutu, each member of his family 
had the right of proclaiming himself a white pebble of that 
koutu, a proof of his royal rank,” and each son or brother or 
daughter of the ariki could call himself a white pebble or stone 
ol the Certain stones were set up as scats, called aluuanga, 

on which the chiefs aat during the discussion. Only the head 
ol each family could sit on these stones in the koutu of an uriki; 
but other ariki of other districts ** also had special seats' 

The system, as 1 interpret this eWdence, is that the koutu 
belonged to the ariki, on behalf of the whole group of which 
he was the head, and the tuaras within the koutu may all have 
belonged to him, or may have belonged to branches of the 
royal famdy. The calling out, along with the name of each 
cmef, of that of his koutu and marae would be a formal recog¬ 
nition of his family title and titular right to be present at the 
meeting in the koutu of the great ariki. 1 imagine that his 
koutu and imrae so called out would probably be the koutu and 
oiarae of his own family—related to the great family of which 
the ariki was the head—-his ownership of which entitled him 
to take part in the meeting of the koutu of the ariki. The dis¬ 
tinction between members of the family of the ariki and his 
son, brother, or daughter, is not clear; but fn both cases we 
get the element of relationship. I shall refer later on to the 
presence of other ariki at the meeting, I draw attention to the 
synckbohe conception of the relatives of the ariki as pebbles or 
stones, as this also is a matter to which I shall have to refer 
again. It is stated that the chiefs—heads of families—sat on 
stones, and that ariki of other districts also had special seats. 
Ihis jmpbes that the seats of aJl the chiefs were “special,” and 
I thmk we may gather that the meaning is that each chief had 
his own stone scat, and if so there can be no doubt that it 
would be the ancestral seat of his family that had been occupied 
by his predecessors. 

^ Sii\agfi,y.F.S. voi. 3 CK, p. 218. 
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1 have already referred to the Rarotongan tfutrae at or named 
Araitetonga, the erection of which was attributed to Karika^ 
the founder of the ^eat Makea family of the island. According 
•to another belief, this marae was built by Tangiia, the founder 
of the other ^eat original family bearing his name, but had 
passed to Ivanka as the price for aiding Tangiia against Tutapu 
and so had become a Kariita possession^. It was the principal 
marae of Rarotonga, where [f.e. near w'hich, not actually in 
which ?] the ruling Makea chief often dwelt^; and where 
it w^as absolutely necessary that he should own some land®. 
Smith \dsited this marae and gives a description of it, 
with a sketch plan*^, and 1 vnil refer to so much of this as 
touches our present purpose. It was situate on the ancient 
road encircling the island, and was the marae of Rarotonga 
where religious services w'ere performed, sacrifices to the gods 
were made, and the annual feast at the presentation of the first 
fruits was held. Smith thinks It probable that it had once 
been enclosed by a stone wall, though this had disappeared. 
The present point of interest in Smith's account is his reference 
to the stone seats, etc. On the southern side of the road, and 
evidently facing across it, were the seats of the great Makea 
ariki or king and of the two priests who assisted him in the 
ceremonies^ and there also was the stone on which w^ere laid 
the heads of the human victims brought there to be sacrificed 
to the gods. Behind these—a little away from the road—was 
the stone on to which the Makea chief was raised when he was 
anointed as king of the island*. It is stated that, after anoint¬ 
ment here, he had to be taken to the marae of the principal 
home of the Tangiia family, and another Tangiia marae. On 
the other side of the road was the stone on which the offerings 
to the Makea arikt w^ere placed, and the following stone seats, 
opposite to and evidently facing those mentioned above: 

The scat of the 

„ „ Tinomana 

„ ,, Vaka'iL^tLiii 

The S£at& of ihe Kainuku and others li NoThing to show hen' mjmy seats 
,, ,, Au and Mstunia / each of these groups had 

' Smith, y.F. 5 . vul. lit, p, aao. Cf. SavtgCtJ-FS* vol, xxvt, p. 59, 

' Sivage,JJ^.S. vol. XXVI, p+ 21S. 

" Ibid. p. azo. 

• Smith, y.F. 5 . voL Xll. pp. 218 tqq, 

' There were stones used for this purpose in Society Island marae, but [ 
did not think it necessary to i^fer to them. The same thing is reported from 
other islands also. 
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Smith, in referring elsewhere to these seats, says that the 
cliiefs could tetl to whom each seat belonged, the whole history 
of the place, and the ceremonies performed thereh 

The Makea head chief w'ould, I may point out, occupy his 
scat as king of the w'hole island. The F^^artki would, as we 
nave seen, be the head of the great Xangiia group of people 
and the Tinomana the head of the great Tinomana group, in 
view of the beliefs that either Karika married Tangiia's 
daughter, or Tangiia married Karika's daughter, the Raro- 
tongans would believe that the two families—Mak^ and Tangiia 

were related to each other; the Tinomana group, though 
apparently of Tangiian origin, w’as evidently related to both the 
great families, and the Kalnuku family was a branch of that of 
T^giia, Therefore, applying to this case the rules that pre^ 
jn the Society tht right of th£ Tflngii^ fined 

Tinomana head chiefs and the Kainuku chief to seats in this 
Makea jruzr^e would be well founded; though perhaps thev 
would only exercise those rights on occasions aiTecting the 
whole island, as distinguished from those relating only to the 
affairs of the Makea group. Smith, quoting lists obtained by 
L^ge, includes the Vaka-a-tini among the sub-tribes of the 
Makea tnbe“. I have not been able to trace the families of 

j 1 we do not know what families are in¬ 

cluded by the words “and others.** I have found no statement 
as to any relationship qualification required for admission to a 
Rarotongan wnrae, and I cannot prove that there was any 
relationship at ail in the case of the families i have not been able 
to trace. All we can do, therefore, is to say that in this marae 
there were a number of what were evidently ancestral family 
stone seats, similar in the purpose for which they were used 
to th^ of the Society^ Islands* note the eWdence as to rela¬ 
tionship so far as it goes, and speculate on the probability that 
in Rarotonga also the qualification for such a seat ivas social 
m character An interesting link between the ideas of the 
Society Islands and of Rarotonga is, however, suggested bv a 
sutement that the maiahpo (sub-chiefs) who came with Tan- 
giia to ^otonga built their own mame themselves, “and they 
^lled the names of those ftmrae after the marae of A^’aiki^* 
[vvhen<^ they had come], "which names they brought w-ith 
them, llic names of ihe owners of these marae were those of 
their ancestors, that they brought them with them, jo ffmf they 

' Smidi, yj^.S. voL It, p. 174. 4 yj^^s. VDI. If, P. Z7I. 
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might not be [the italics are mine]. '^They [those names] 
are still to be found in Tahiti^ Paumotu, and other lands at the 
present time”*. We get here the idea, to which I have already 
referred, that an original fnarae was in fact a commencing 
family title deed to the line of chiefs w^ho owned it; and 
apparently its value as such was not confined to its use as 
evidence of anceslr^^ to be offered to the people of the island, 
or even group of islands, in which the m(trae stood. 

I must point out that the subject with ’which Savage deals 
is the holding of a council meeting somewhere in the koutu\ 
w'hilst Smith's information refers apparently to a religious 
ceremony in the jnarae^ but, if so, it is possible that w^hat he 
tells us as to the place and method of seating which he describes 
w'ould apply to a council meerinedso. 

We have seen that in Aitutaki, Taruia, the ariki of the island, 
having been enticed away from it by means of a trick by the 
usurper Ruatapu, his descendant Urirau aftenvards returned 
to the island, and claimed his ancestral throne, and that to put 
this descendant’s title to the lest, he was taken to the fnarae to 
recite the requisite incantadons and prayers, his successful per¬ 
formance of which secured for him recognition and installation 
as ariki, I'he point of this seems to have been that his know- 
ledge of these things was regarded as evidence that he w'as 
indeed a descendant of Taruia, which may perhaps be com¬ 
pared w^th the case of a Tahitian wanderer, appearing as a 
stranger, who could obtain recognition and his ancestral family 
rights on proving his descent, 

Stevenson, in describing an old marae in the Marquesan 
island of Nukuhiva, says “ It was easy to follow rows of benches, 
and to distinguish isolated seats of honour for eminent persons"®; 
and in another marae one of the fathers was shown a stone, 
w'hich was, he was told, the throne of some well-descended 
lady®. Here again the interest of the information depends 
solely upon the possibility of its pointing to a system similar 
to that of the Societ)" Islands. 

We have seen the recognition of the ownership by a head 
chief of a marae in the Paumotu in the storj' of Moeava of 
Takaroa (Takapua) Island. The head chief of the island was 
Tangihia, the eldest son of Moeava's eider brother Tangaroa. 
Moeava, in his travels, had married in the island of Napuka, 
and a son Kehauri had been born to him. Then on his return 

Ibid p. 177. ’ Stevd^n, p, 59, * Ihtd. p. 50. 
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with his wife and child to Taltaroa, disputes arose between 
Tangihia and Kehauri^ each claiming the head of a turtle* 
Tangihia, as head chief, was owner of the mm-ae there, and so 
the head had been given to him; and Kehauri's demand for it 
was met by the reply that if he claimed the honour he must 
go to his ovtn marae at Napuka, where he was at home and 
master* Monti ton says that the Paumotuans lived scattered 
about on the shores of their islands, bid grouped in families {the 
italics are mine); and that the chief or most influential member 
established or consecrated his authority by the construction of 
a marae^ of which he became sole priest^ There is a story of a 
chief Tupa, whose home was in a foreign country', but who 
had been conquered and driven out, and eventually landed 
with his party in the island of Mangareva. On landing he 
erected, in honour of the god Tu, an “ altar " of stones brought 
from a distance^* The distance referred to may have been the 
foreiCT country, or some intermediate home at which Tupa 
and his party settled for a time during their wanderings. In 
either case the story may have had its origin in the bringing of 
a stone from another maroe for the founding of a new one; and 
as to this I may say that writers often use the term altar” for 
what was apparently a maroe. 

Smith, speaking of the village of Tupua, then the capital of 
Niue, refers to a large stone platform, near to which were 
eleven seats, formed of stones mth backs to them, where the 
chiefs sat in fano with the king, and in another place was a 
stone on or aj^inst which the king sat when anointed at his 
installation. Smith draw’s attention to the similarity between 
these stones and the stones at the Rarotonga morae described 
above. He says that in Niue the people knew nothing of 
specific ownemhip of special stones by different chiefs; but 
apparently their memories had been def^ve as regards matters 
generally, and it is, I think, most probable that, originally at 
all events, the seats had their owners, as in other islands®* 
Thomson also says the gods were approached upon sacred 
moimds, and refers to stones, against which the great chiefs of 
the island leant, and wMch, he says, were the time-honoured 
symbols of the assumption of supreme pow'er** 

* MoniiiQn, voL vi, p* 502. 

* voL. X3EVU, p. 125, 

4 Jfii, p* 219. 

Inamsan, SJ. pp* ^5 sq.^ 35, 37^ and iwff p* 37* 


MAJiAE 


Si 

after referring to a stone at Ban in Fiji, UBcd for 
braining \ictims, says that near it was a dotibJe row of raised 
seats or slabs of stone, where the chiefs sat to direct the 
massacre and enjoy the spectacle 

In the marae^ in the island of Fakaofo, of the Union or 
Tokelau group, this marae being a thatched building and not 
a stone structiire, w^cre a number of stools, about 2 ft, high, 
2 ft. broad and 3 ft. long, concerning which Wilkes was told 
they were the seats of the gods, but he thought they were 
reclining stools, whilst Hale suggests that they were seats for 
the elders, meeting in council or for religious celebrations. 
I here is no definite information as to their purpose, and we 
have no know ledge of the allocation of certain stools to certain 
persons-. 

Gili provides a storj' from Danger (Bukabuka) Island relating 
to a proposal of the head chief of the island to abdicate in 
favour of his grand-daughter. The interest of it in connection 
with our present subject is a reference to what took place in 
the maraef and the statement that all the people collected " in 
their proper places” in the marae^. 

As reg^ds all this evidence about mtirae in other islands than 
the Society group, it is indicated, or seems probable, in one or 
two cases that the stone seats belonged to specific chiefs, in 
which case they would presumably be ancestral scats, as in the 
Society Islands; whilst in others there is no ground for assuming 
that they belonged to special chiefs, though the fact that this 
was the case in the Society Islands and some others seems to 
make it probable that they were so. 

We have been dealing, up to this point, with ancestral stone 
seats in or near to miirae w'hich w-ere Themselves structures 
n^de mainly of stone; and Samoa offers evidence of a somewhat 
similar character, except that wooden posts are substituted for 
stone seats. 1 cannot in this book enter into the big subject of 
the Polynesian marae and other structures used for official or 
religious purposes, but in recognizing the difference between 
meetings held for religious purposes and those whose use was 
for the discussion of secular affairs, we must bear in mind that 
whilst the former were generally held in the marae, the place 
of the latter seems to have been in or near it, and indeea any 
discussion of the difference betw^een the two may depend in 

* fKt'A 'xS; p. 
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part upon what w e are to regard as being the actual boundaries 
of what may, strictly speaking* be called the marae. 

In discussing the subject of ancestral seats in Samoa we are 
dealing, not with stone structures and stone seats, but with an 
open grass space or marae (in Samoa spelt malae] in which was 
a building constructed of wood, called a faleiele^ both of w hich 
were used for the holding of the fom or council meetings, and, 
I may say, for other purposes also* I cannot enter here into the 
general question of tnese other purposes, but they do not appear 
to have been solely secular in ch^cter, and if so the differ¬ 
ence between their use and that of the stone-constructed marae 
was not so clearly marked as at first sight it seems possibly to 
have been. Taking the fale tele first, Pntchard says that in the 
smaller towms the faleiele^ where the chiefs usually met for 
public purposes, and where visitors were entertained, was used 
as a templet I may say as to this that the Samoans had temples 
made of wood-, and 1 fancy that Pritchard is referring to small 
villages that did not possess temples; but the use of a faktele 
for religious purposes does not seem to have been confined to 
small places* Kramer, in discussing the great divining alataua^ 
says tWt when a great fom was held by Leulumoenga [the 
governing village district of Aana] and ail Aana at Ma'aunga 
[the matae of Leulumoenga] an aiiu fono^ was first held. Two 
great alaiaua orator chiefs, when midnight was drawing near, 
adorned themselves w'ith fine mats and w'ent to this fono [the 
aitu foti 6 \ in the great house [the fateiele \; the curtain mats of 
the house were let dow^n, and they each sat in a round part of 
the house; neither of them spoke, but the will of the god was 
indicated in a way w^hich Kramer describes. Then, when 
morning came, all Aana went to the fono [the big consultative 
fono on the marae] and the two chiefs imparted to it w^hat the 
god had made knowm to them*, which would of course infiuence 
the decision of the fono. As regards the marae, or open space, 
von Bulow describes it as the assembly place, on which, how¬ 
ever, religious acts were performed, and says that to sleep on 
the marae was to make a suit to the gods. He gives an example 
of a tradition of a man who had suffered injury from another, 
and wanted to punish him, and who therefore slept on the 
marae, where he was visited by aitu who were friendly [Ae- 
freundat, friendly, allied, akin] and held a consultation with 

I PHttherd, p. no, * Sm tllustraiian in Stair* p. 227* 
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him on the matter^ ^ also there was a tradition of a council 
meeting of aU the aitu of Samoa held on the tfuirae of the 
\iflage district of Safotu in Savai^i-. 

I have drawn attention to these points of partial similaritv 
between the marae with th^ir/aletele, of Samoa, and the rmir Je 
of the Soaety and certain other islands, because I think that 
this adds somewhat to the interest of a comparison of the 
pracuces as to ancestral posts in the former wSth those con¬ 
cerning ancestral stones in the latter. In Samoa what appear 
to have been the ancestral positions of chiefs were posts of the 
j^tele, near or against which certain people sat, the head chief 
lw\ing the position of honour. I propose to postpone the con¬ 
sideration of the evidence as to this until I discuss the Samoan 
jono, as It can be dealt with more conveniently there. I may 
however, refer here to a mjrth as to the wanderings of three 
SOM of Tangaroa of the skies, in which they reached Pulotu 
(t^Eie Samoan paradise); two of them remained there, where 
they bmJt a house, and sent for their brother, who had wandered 
on, to be a post in their house, as his son was old enough to 
take me title I will not attempt to interpret exactly the 
meaning of the sentence which I have put in inverted commas ■ 
but It points apparently CO an idea of a connection between a 
post of a house and a title; and in Samoa the souls of the dead 
were supposed to become posts in the house or temple of the 
gods m Pulotu^ We have seen an idea of a somewhat simili 
character in the Mangaian conception of the state as a lone 
dwelhng-house of which the chiefs of one side of the island 
represented one half, and those of the other represented the 
other; the idea evidently was ^ac they were the vertical posts 
supporting the roof, as the minor chiefs were regarded as the 
lesser rafters and the other people the thatch covering; also 
as we have seen, the idea was carried to a conception of a spirit 
dwelling in the under world where the deities lived, and which 
they actually constituted, the major gods being the pillars and 
imin rafters, the minor gods the lesser rafters, and so on. So 
also m Tonga there was a belief that Hikuleo, the god of the 
dead, used the souls of the dead to seiy^e as posts for his 
dwelling and other similar purposes®; and there was a some- 

\ vol. 3 EI 1 J, p. 6S. and notf 6. 

Von UtHoWj, Glotmi, vol. Liviii, p. 
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what similar idea in the Society IslandsL In the INlarqucsas 
the word pou —a pillar—was used figuratively for a chief-. It 
is, I think, in the light of these underlying ideas, e\'idently 
widely spread in Polynesia, that we must regard the ancestrd 
posts in the faletele of Samoan The owners of the titles w'ould 
be regarded as pillars of state, and the idea would be symbolized 
by associating them with specific posts of \Yt^ faktelei and I 
think this suggestion must be borne in mind when, in dis¬ 
cussing the Samoan /o;io, we consider the question of these 
posts. The idea may perhaps be compared wfith the Rarotongan 
practice, to w'hich 1 have referred, for the relatives of the ariki 
to call themselves stones or pebbles of the koutut bearing in 
mind that the ancestral seats there were stones^, I think I have 
shown that the constitution of a Samoan forio was essentially 
social in character, and I regard the ancestral posts as com¬ 
parable, so far as they go, with the stone seats in the marae of 
the Society Islands, and as similarly supporting the idea of 
social grouping. 

There are one or mo statements affecting the matter which 
I will introduce here. Monfat tells of a young chief who was 
a stran^r in the village district of Lealatele in Savai'i* but who 
“had the right to figure there because of the title he bore”"*; 
from which w'e must, I suggest, infer that, as he was able to 
prove his titular or family relationship with the people of the 
district, he was admitted—I imagine to a Jono \ and this would 
be consistent w'ith a system of social grouping. 

Kramer, speaking of the great/ono of Manu‘a, held in Tau, 
says that places w'cre appointed for government at centres in 
other parts of Samoa; and in illustration of this he mentions 
Leifi and Tautob (in Aleipata), Safotulafai (in Savai'i) and 
lato (in Tutuila), and adds that if guests did not know their 
places, or show'ed themselves unacquainted with Manu*a*s 
customs, they were not received'*. The admission of people 
from other parts of Samoa to the fono of Manu'a, held at Tau, 
could hardly have been a general and comprehensive one, and 
indeed the need for knowledge of “their places“ (fe» at the 
Tau fono) and acquaintance with Manu'an customs negatives 
this, and suggests that the people admitted must have been 
Manu'a people or people who w'ere ainga to Manu'a; I have 

' vol. 1, p. 33T. “ Tautlin, VAnthti^, vol. vui, p. 670 fioif t. 
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therefore tried to find cbes as to the names referred to by 
Kramer* with the following results. 

Leifi and Tautoloitua were names of Tafua and Fautanga* 
the t\vo great orator chiefs who practically ruled the Aleipata 
district of Atuah Aleipata was closely connected with Manuka. 
It was the place where Manu*a people travelling to western 
Upoln or Savai*i put \ip during their voyages; their host usually 
being the chief Matautia of the village district of Saleaaumua^, 
the seat of government of Aleipata^. A daughter of a tmFnam*a 
had married a Matautia of Tau, whom Kr^er seems to think 
may have been connected with the Matautia of Aleipata and 
elsewhere in Samoa"*. Safotulafai was a tillage district in 
Savai^i* and, judging from the greetin| for this village district, 
its connection with the family seems to have arisen, 

in some way which I have been unable to trace* from the 
marriage of a with a woman of the Tolufale family*, 

lato was a Tutuila family; and though 1 have been unable to 
trace its connection with the the genealogy of the 

family discloses a marriage of an lato woman with a Matautia* 
which on the basis of the belief above referred to might involve 
a Manuka connection®. I recognize that this eridence is not 
sufficient; but it is at least suggestive of a family connection 
between Leifi and Tautoloitua (the two great orator chiefs of 
Aleipata), the village district of Safotulafai in Savai^i,and the lato 
family of Tutuila with the tmmanu*ai and if this connection 
may be believed to have existed, Kramer's observ'ation with 
reference to them acquires an obvious significance. 

I have referred to the Tangaroa and Muliana families of the 
island of SavaiH and to the four village districts scattered round 
the coast w^hich each of these families occupied. I shall* in a later 
chapter relating to the social character of war, refer to fighting 
between the four village districts of one of those families with 
the four village districts of the other. In connection with this 
fighting, the son of a Muliana woman of one of these village 
districts had been killed* whilst fishing* by a party of the enemy, 
and the matter to which I draw attention is the lament of the 
mother. She cries out “ Where was my airtga [family] then? ” 
and in her subsequent lament refers to him as “the boy of” 
the malae of each of the four Muliana village districts in turn 

* IbU^ p. 445 ttou 3^ 
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(the name of the mjilae bemg given in each casc)^ and asks in 
each case '"where were'' the great orator chiefs of the malae^. 
This shows how the malae of each of these village districts and 
their lading orator chiefs were all regarded by her as under 
the duties of th^ainga or family bond, and should* she thought, 
have saved the life of her son; and in this way it points to the 
sooal character of the tnalue and the fo?io and other ceremonies 
virhich took place in them» 

* Krlmer, SJ, vol. i, pp. 117 f®. 


CHAPTER XVI 
MATRILINEAL DESCENT 
PRELIMINARY 

T he natural way of arranging my material would be to 
consider descent, succ^ion and inheritance together as 
a combined or closely-associated whole; but I propose to con¬ 
fine myself for the present to the evidence of or pointing to 
the archaic system of matriiineaJ descent, and to deal separately 
later on with succession and inheritance. 

As I shall have to employ the terms "descent “ succession," 
and, perhaps, " inherit^ce**^ I must define the meanings with 
wmch I do so. The term “ descent ” wiD be used for the trans¬ 
mission of membership of a family or other social group, the 
question arising being whether a person was regarded as be¬ 
longing to the ^cial group of his father or of his mother, 
Succc^ion** will refer to the transmission of official rank or 
ocher similar distinction, and will be found to be used more 
especially with reference to the devolution of the headship, and 
the family title or name, of a social group, Inheritance” will 
be confined to the transmission of property. It will be seen 
that I am practically adopting Rivers’s terminology^ except as 
regards my introduction into the definition of " su^ession ” of 
the word "official,” We have to distinguish in Polynesia be¬ 
tween what 1 may call rank of nobility of blood and ancient 
family lineage, which, according to my definitions, would pass 
by "descent,” and rank of office, which would pass by “suc- 
ce^ion." In the case, for example, of a domestic family com- 
prising a father and mother and their children, in which, on 
the death of the father, his position as official head of the 
family passed to one of the children; this would be "succes¬ 
sion,” and would be patrilineal. But the "rank” of all the 
children, using the term in the sense of nobility of family 
blood and lineage—a most important matter in Polynesia— 
would depend upon the question whether they were regarded 
as belonging to the family of their father or of their moffier; 
and with a lingering partial recognition of matrilineal descent, 

* River>^ 1, pp. 15 tg. 
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^ ^ nicmber of a group of nobler blood than 
that of the father, it might be that the social rank, which was 
regardra as ascending upon all the children, was greater than 
^”^4 j T?,?' to which only one of them had suc¬ 

ceeded.! his is an illiistration of a distinction of ideas which 
^ in studj^g Polynesia. Let me give 

dlustration of my meaning by considering the case of 
a chief ^th tliree wives of different degrees of social nobilitv, 
by each of whom he had children. This would generally be 
regarded as one family—the family of the father; but there 
\\ouId be a recognized and important differentiation beuveen 
the rank of nobility of blood of the families of children of the 
tW respective w'lves, and it would not /i&cessarilv foUow that 
the patrilineal succession fell to a member of the maternal 
family to tvhom the highest matrilineal rank of blood had 
defended, at all events if the difference between the social 
nobility of the mothers was not very marked. The successor 
would be superior to all the other children in rank of official 
authont)% but might be inferior to them, or some of them in 
rank of family nobility» 

An actual example of the distinaion is seen in the fact that 
^e head chiefs of the Papara district of the Teva group of 
lahiti, to whom had passed the head chieftainship of the 
entire group, were superior in official rank to the head chiefs 
of the distnct of Vaiari, though the latter were, apparently, 
regarded as being superior in rank of descent. 
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P^ing now to the question of matrilineal descent, I may 
say m advance that in Samoa succession was m the main 
though app^ently not entirely, patrilineol; but I am goine to 
refer to evidence which seems to point more or less clearly to 
ideas denyed from a system of matrilineal descent which had 
prevailed in the past, and which, indeed, had not died out 
pmpletely, and to customs which may have had their origin 
in matoihneal descent. I assume that under a definite and 

succession was, before 
the rights of the father had begun to be asserted, matrilineal 
also, as the succession would have to pass to a member of the 
SMial group. Apparently Samoa was, when it came under the 
obsen-ation of white men, in a state of transition concernina 
ese matters, the change having been slrongiv and widely 
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developed as regarded succession, but not so much as to 
descent. Writers use the terms "descent ” succession," and 

inheritance without any scientific precision, sometimes ap- 
parentJy ^ being interchangeable. In quoting them I shall 
follow their own tenmnology, and we must tr^' to gather what 
they really mean. 

Wilkes (1838—42) says that the son of a chief by a low'-born 
woman ranked as a chief, although he might have no authority; 
whilst, on the other hand, the son of a noble woman by a man 
of mean birth might be either a chief or a commoner^. Pritchard 
(1866) says that in Samoa, as in Tonga, social and political 
rank was reflated by' the grade of the mother rather than by 
that of the father^. 1 he discrepancy between these two state¬ 
ments may well be due to the fact that Wilkes obtained his 
information in a district where the process of change had 
developed farther than in the other. Brown (1860-74) 
that in Samoa, so' far as he knew, there were only traces of the 
old exogamous divisions and matriarchal descent; but that he 
was certain that they had existed^. The exogamous divisions 
had passed away, and almost the only trace of their previous 
existence was found in the semi-sacred relationship of the 
sister and the sister's children to the brother and his children. 
Descent through the father had replaced that of the purely 
matriarchal line, though descent through the mother was stiU 
an important consideration, especially in the families of chiefs^. 
With the decay of the exogamous system and the advance of 
culture, descent through the father replaced the old custom of 
descent through the mother; and the immediate effect of this 
was the establishment of hereditary chieftainship, whereby the 
brother of the deceased chief, or his son, naturaUy became 
chief in succession to the deceased brother or father®. I would 
point out that these statements involve a confusion between 
what 1 pH descent and succession; hut their general effect 
is sufficiently clear. Churchward (i 881-5) tells of a dispute 
berw^een two Tutuila chiefs as to which of them ought to 
have their family name of Maunga [f.c. should succeed to the 
headship of the family]. One of them claimed it on the 
ground that he was the son of the sister of the old Maunga, a 
right which Churchward says was still recognized in some 
parts of Samoa; but the other stood upon a nght claimed by 

* Witkea, voir II, p. 152. * Pritcl^ml, p. 103. 
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him as direct heir and son of the late chief, duly named by 
him on dying^ This account is peculiarly interesting, because 
it exemplifies the struggle between matrilineal and patrilineal 
inter^ts, which the growth of patnlineal succession had brought 
about, and the confusion on the subject in the minds of the 
Samoans themselves. The claim of one of the disputants, in¬ 
volved not merely matrilineal descent, but matrilineal succes¬ 
sion, As regards this matter I may draw attention to Kramer's 
reference to the succession of the orators* office of granting 
chiefs* titles, which, he says, passed from father to son, sister’s 
son, grandson, and so on^; and to Stuebers reference to the 
case of a chief, who, if he grew feeble, wmuld have to decide 
whether the succession was to pass to the son of the sister of 
his predecessor or to his ovm son^. It will be noticed that no 
mention is made by these writers of brothers* sons; and I may 
point out chat under matrilineal descent the defect of the title 
of the son of a chief would apply equally to that of the son of 
any of his brothers* These ideas may have been based on a 
lingering recognition of matrilineal descent, involving matri¬ 
lineal succession. According to von Biiiow, the son did not 
always inherit the family name of the father; but in cases where 
the mother was of higher descent than the father, he inherited 
the family name of his mother's father, or of the father of his 
mother’s mother^. This inheriting of the family name refers to 
what I am calling succession. With strict matrilineal or patri¬ 
lineal descent and succession the son would acquire both the 
family rank of nobility and the title of either the mother or 
the father, as the case might be; but we seem here to have an 
alternative, made possible by the developing change of custom, 
by which the son would or could take the rank and title of 
either his father or mother, according to circumstances. U Is 
natural that the parent with the higher family social rank would 
wish that rank and the title of that family, rather than those of 
the other parent, to pass to his or her son. Von Billow also refers 
to the spreading to Savai’i of Tongan customs, and apparently 
includes among these that by which the wife, and not the 
husband, was the holder of the family nobility of the rank of 
chiefs®* I am not sure that I interpret him correctly; but if I 
do we may here be dealing only with descent, and not neces- 
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sarily with succession. Reinecke, in discussing the iaupou, or 
Tillage maiden, the daughter of the chief of the village, and, 
as we shall see hereafter* a person of immense importance and 
considerable power* says that highness of rank* and pride in 
one's ancestors* were transmitted by* and personified in* the 
tat^u by means of female descent, almost more than in the 
male representatives of noble clans'. 

Some of Kramer's genealogies are* I think* somewhat sug^ 
gestive on the (question of matrilineal descent. The tree of the 
tuiaana^ is carried back for thirtj^-three generations from* say* 
the end of last century. The real tuiaana line began* he thinks, 
w'ith iuiaaiui Tamalelangi, thirteen generations back* since 
TThich his direct descendants nearly all possessed the tide®. 
The portion of the tree to which I call attention is that pre¬ 
ceding this person* and it is a curious feature of this portion 
that in it female names predominate. Immediately before him 
we find five successive generations represented by women* the 
descent passing in each case from mother to daughter. The 
first of these five successive women had a brother* who was 
the reigning t^ana\ and yet the family descent passed not 
through him* but through her to her daughter, and so with the 
subsequent generations. These women were not themselves 
holders of the title of tmaana; apparently there were reigning 
lidaana during the portion of the period of five generations* and 
the names of two of them are known"'; and this adds to the 
sigt^cance of the carrying of the line of descent during the 
period of their reigns* not through them, but by a continued 
descent from mothers to daughters. I should say* however, 
as regards this matter, that in only one of these cases do we 
know that there was a son* through whom the descent might 
have been carried; but it is hardly likely that in each of the 
other generations there w'as no son. 

I have picked out a few other examples of the same thing* 
and do not doubt that a search through ^l Kramer's genealogies 
would disclose others. The tree of the Tolufale (Aana) family 
includes five successive descents from mother to daughter, the 
last of which was ten generations back, and in three cases the 

‘ Rcinccke. Gh^mi, voL utxvt, p. 6. 

* Krirticr* SJ. vuL i, pp. 169^3. 

" Ibid* p. 169* 
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woman to whom the descent passed had a brotherThat of 
the Alipia family (Aana) contains three consecutive descents 
from mothers to daughters, and then after an interval of two, 
there are two more; the last of these was four generations back, 
and in two cases there w’as a brother*. That of the Salevalasi 
family (Atua) contains three successive descents from mother 
to daughter, the last being eleven generations back, and in one 
(^se there was a brother®. The tree of the Fuaoletoelau family 
(Tuamasanga) includes one such descent, and then after an 
interv^al of two, there is a succession of four more; the last of 
these is four generations back, and in four cases there were 
brothers^. That of the Samoeleoi family (Savai‘i) contained 
eight of these descents, following one after another; the last of 
them is apparently eleven generations back; in only Uvo cases 
does the name of a brother appear®. That of the Tonumaipe'a 
family (Savai‘i) contains four of these successive descents, and 
then, after an interval of four there is another; the last of them 
is ten generations back, and the names of brothers appear in 
one case®. The Leutongitupaitea (Savai‘i) genealogy includes a 
series of three of these descents, and then, after an interval of 
two, another series of three; the last is ten generations back; I 
find no mention of brothers^. In the Fotuosamoa genealogy 
we find six successive descents of this character, the last of 
which was Uvelve generations back. No brother is mentioned «. 
In the genealogy of the ancestors of the Alalamua and Tufele 
families (Manu‘a) there are three successive descents from 
mother to daughter, the last being two generations back; a 
brother is only mentioned in the first of them®. In that of the 
ancestors of Lika (Manu‘a) there is a series of five such descents, 
and then, after an inter\^al of seven, there is a series of two! 
'fhe last of these is at the end of the tree; the names of brothers 
appear in four cases*®. In all these cases I have only included in 
my numbers descents from mothers to daughters. The number 
of consecutive descents to daughters w^as obviously one more 
for each scries. 

As regards my references to the passing of descents from 


KrSmer, 5 J. vol. i. p. 19a When m tlm and lubsequcnt cases I refer to 
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mothers to daughters, I must point out that they would pass 
to sons also, as all the children of the same mother would, 
under a system of matrilineal descent, belong to her social 
group. The point of the matter is, however, that each son 
would be, so far as the line of descent was concerned, a cul-de- 
sac \ it would come to an end on his death, and it would be 
through his sister that it would be continued to subsequent 
generations. 

I must explain, as rerards these genealogical trees, that they 
are records primarilv of descent, but also of successions. Sup¬ 
pose, for example, that we refer to a tree which begins with the 
name of a holder of the title. Particulars are given of the names 
of the chiefs wives, and of the children of each wife, and so 
it is for subsequent generations; the name appearing for each 
next generation is generally that of one of the children of the 
previous generation, and he is commonly the person who suc¬ 
ceeded to the title; this, however, is not always so; in some 
^es he is not a person who ever succeeded to the title, though he 
is an ancestor of a subsequent holder, and so forms a link in the 
family chain. Each of these trees is a record of the ancestors 
of the holder of the title in Kramer’s time; it is primarily a 
record of successive descents of those ancestors, though it dis¬ 
closes the names of some of the previous holders of the title, 
even when they have not formed part of the continuous chain. 
It is clear, and under the circumstances is natural, that a tree 
does not necessarily mention, as regards any generation, all the 
marriages, or all the children of the marriages of that genera¬ 
tion. We see this in comparing the trees of related families, 
where we sometimes find, as regards some one generation, that 
one tree refers to one marriage or the name of a certain child, 
whilst the other mentions another marriage, or the name of 
another child, each giving the particulars required for its own 
pu 



The importance, for my present purpose, of recognizing 
these features of the trees depends upon the question of the 
presence or otherwise of sons, through whom might have 
passed the line of descent, which in fact passed through 
daughters; for it is obv'ious that in a case when there was no 
son the fact that the descent passed through a daughter must 
be ruled out of the evidence. This is why I Imve drawn attention 
in some cases to the evidence that there had been sons. It is 
improbable that there would be a number of successive genera- 
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dons of ancestors of a family in which the issue of the successive 
marriages did not include a son; and we are justified in recog¬ 
nizing this improbability in drawing deductions from the trees* 
I carry this argument further by sa 3 ring tliat in several instances 
of successive generations of descents from mothers to daughters 
the only particulars given for each generation arc the names of 
the mother and her husband and the daughter, the latter being 
the mother of the next generation* We cannot suppose that in 
each of th^ cases the only issue of each marriage was one 
daughter; it may be assumed that in many cases there were 
mmilies of sons and daughters, not necessary for the trees, and 
in many instances not known to Kramer’s informants—possibly 
because they were not necessary. 

I intend therefore to assume that we have in these trees 
evidence of a number of cases in which descent passed through 
daughters, and again through their daughters, notwithstanding 
the fact that there were sons available as transmitters of the 
family line, even in many of the instances where this latter fact 
is not proved, and it is noticeable that in the majority of these 
cases these matrilineaj descents took place long ago, the last of 
the series having been ten or more generations ago. If the 
p^idence merely pointed to a number of scattered and isolated 
instances of the passing of the line of descent through women, 
I should attach no importance to it—not perhaps even if these 
instances w'ere fairly numerous. Whit I regard as specially 
significant is thpe series of successive descents from mother 
to daughter, which do seem to suggest de^ite survivals of a 
system of matrilineal descent* 

It was the custom in Samoa to distribute mats on the death 
of the previous titular chief; these death mats were called le o 
k the mats of heaven—and were handed out to all the 

servants of the dead man. Kramer says the custom originated 
with king Ngalumalemana, a tuiaana who also held the position 
of tafa* if a. He married a daughter of Tuimalealu'ifano Tui- 
talili, and had by her several children, including a son Tamafana 
and a daughter Letelemalanuola. The arrangement instituted 
by him was thus expounded by a Samoan* When an ijloalTi 
[a name given to all the descendants of Ngalumalemana] dies, 
or a king, or a son of Tuimalealu'ifano, or a son of Tamafana 
—when one of these chiefs dies, there is made his langi. First 
a very' beautiful fine mat is spread out as the mea m, o^r sacred 
gift [meaning the mat which a brother brings to his sister] of 
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Letelemdanuok; for ^ a bad mat is brought, she is angry and 
says, May aU t^y children die for this/' When the rmt is 
spr^d oiit, and the woman takes it, then only can the fine raais 
of h^ven be handed out to aJI Samoa, This is the agreement, 
which the hngB ^ve kept^ The spedal featufe of this 
c^tom to which I wish to draw attention is that the distribution 
of d^th mats had to be preceded by the gift of a beautiful fine 
^t to the succes^r s sister, I doubt if Ngalumalemana was 
the onginator of this custom, because the tuiaana family offers 
what appears to be another example of the same thing four 
generations earlier ; this point is immaterial, but I will rifer to 
example as further evidence of the prevalence of the custom 
1 luaana Faumuina had three children, each by a different wife' 
m. a son Fonou, a daughter Samalaulu and a son Toleafoa^! 
^ter the death of their father, war broke out between the 
three cfuldren, Fonoh on the one hand striving to secure the 
four titles required to make him tafa^ifa, and his brother and 
sister resishng ^m. Kramer, after giving some prior details 
provides the following Samoan statement of what the fightine 
was about. The ns^rator says, '^When these things had comi 
to pa^, Fonoh and foleafoa and Samalaulu fought: Toleafoa 
^d Samalaidu were together; Fonoti was alone; it arose 
through the Pepeve a [the name of a fine mat^all of the most 
celebrated mats had names], for Toleafoa was angry because 
t^ was not brought to Samalaulu; for Fonoti would not Then 
th^ waged war on each other“^. It win be seen that Fonoti^s 
right to succession was being resisted by his brother and sister 
becau^ of Ms refusal to give her the mat. 

learner, in telling of the arrangement made by king Ngalu¬ 
malemana concerning his son Tamafana and his daughter 
Tetelematanuola, draw’s attention in a foot-note to a recent 
example of the practice, in a modified form, of presentation by 
the proposed successor to his sister of a mat^. The history of 
me matter, as disclosed by an investigation of the pages of 
krar^r, was shortly as follows. Ngalumalemana had another 
son » who had a daughter Lamana. Malietoa la 'Tia 

married this daughter and another woman. By this other 
woman fie had a son Fittsemanu, and by Lamana he had a 
daughter Tuitofa*; these tw'o were the brother and sister be- 
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tw^een whose descendants the giving of the mat took place, 
Firisemanu succeeded to his father's official title of Malietoa, 
and it afterwards passed down from father to son, until it 
became vested in Laupepa, the great-grandson of Fitisemanu, 
a man to whom the European powers gave the kingship of all 
Samoa, although he did not possess toe Aana and Atua and 
other necessary' titles, and so was not entitled to it^ Tuitofa 
had a son Suala\T, who for long was a claimant to this kingship, 
and \cry nearly got it, or at least the right to and he had 
a grandson Fonoti“. For years the country was in a state of 
continued warfare in connection with the striving for power 
betw^een these two families. Finally Laupepa died [in 189S]; 
and then occurred the giving of a mat, as stated by Kramer 
in a foot-note to the observation, already quoted, that " this is 
the agreement, which all the kings have kept/* The following 
is the foot-note: **This was observed at the death of Malietoa 
Laupepa. The mat was brought to Fonoti...as the descendant 
of Tuitofa...,The Malietoa family was here the brother, and 
the Tuimaleali'ifano family [that is, Fonoti's family] was the 
sister 1 have not told the entire story, as disclosed in the 
account of Laupepa's funeral; there were other claimants, also 
members of the Malietoa family apparently, who had to be 
bought out with mats; but it appeal^ that this ancestral siste^^s 
claim was the important one^ The only difference bctw'een 
this case and the two already quoted is that in this case the 
mat was given by a descendant of the brother to a descendant 
of the sister, Schulty., after saying that the Samoan law of 
inheritance rested upon the basis of relationship in the sense of 
agnation, says that aJl male persons descended on the male side 
from a common ancestor, the founder of the family, were called 
iamatane (male from male). Their cognates (male from female) 
were called tmnajafine tmnastti or tamafanaUi or se*etala!uma 
he who holds the place of honour in the front part of the 
house), and only had their turn when no real tamatane was 
forthcoming. For the privilege w'hich the tamatane had in the 
matter of inheritance, the tamafafine was to a certain extent 
compensated, in that, owning to the feangamga (bond) between 
brother and sister, certain honours must be conferred upon 
him by the tamatmi€\ and this was expressed by the offering 

' S.I. voL 1, pp. HS , 213. 
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of food-stuffs and mate on certain occasions'. The context, not 
quoted here, shows that Schulte uses the term '‘inheritance” 
in the ^nse tlwt I am domg-^d applies it mainly to land; 

as the family land passed with succession to the famiiv 
mle \ve may apply his observations to succession. I point out 
that the present of mats to which Schultz refers was given bv the 
^le dcscend^t of a brother to the male descendant of a sister, 
Sohdtz says that besides the compensation that was offered bv 
the iaTtj 4 jt£ifi€ to the as above stated, the tamafaHne 

redly exercised great mffuence in all family matters, ouing to 
the Samoan superstition that the wrath of the sister or her 
d^endmts might bring disaster upon the family, and adds 
that in this way power was not infrequently brought to bear 
against welUgroimdcd claims for inheritance^ 

Some more evidence as to mat-giving wdl be introduced 
and considered when dealing with the subject of special rela¬ 
tionship matters. y ^ 

j succeeding to the official title of 

his pred^e^r, had to make a valuable prraent to his sister? 

^ custom was based upon the effect upon a 

s^tem of pamlmed succession of a still lingering recognition 
of the right of succession involved by matrilineal descen?-that 
^5..™ buying from his sister the possible claims that her 
ckMren might through her have to lie succession; and J am 
encouraged to do this by the fact that I shall have to make a 
suggestion of a somewhat similar character, though different in 
form, wnth reference to Tonga. Of course, whichever the JulS 
descent were, he and she would belong to the same social 
^oup, so he would be just as eligible as she was as a successor 
fhe question would anse on his death, when, under matri- 
hneal descent, it would be her child, and not his, that would be 
a member of the social group, and so be eligible for the suc¬ 
cession Matnlinealdescentthusinvolvedthedoniinatineimpor- 

^ce of the sister,^ distinguished from the brother, sfe being 
the person through whom the blood of their ancestors would 
be passed down to posterity, carrying with it the possibilitv of 
succ^^ion to the family title. The evolution of t^c system of 
patrilineal succession would, during the period of^channe 
<=orffpion of ideas, and it might^ expected that a custom 
under which the succession passed to the brother and his 
descendants would leave open an idea of a possible claim by 
' SchulcE, voL «c, p. 5i. t 
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the sister on behalf of her descendants, the buying out of which 
was desirable. A mat, however valuable, would seem a small 
price to pay; but what had perhaps at one time approached more 
closely to the character of a business transaction may well have 
become reduced to a more or less formal present. 

1 may point out that apparently the obligation to give a mat 
w'as not necessarily confined to the case of the successor*s own 
sister. The people seem to have recognized old claims of sisters 
of prerious chiefs, w'hich claims had passed down to the 
descendants of those sisters, and had to be met on the occasions 
of subsequent successions. I think this development of the 
custom tends to support my interpretation of the matter. Art 
obligation for a man to give a present to his own sister 
might be associated with some special idea of direct relation¬ 
ship between certain living members of a family, and be in 
no w'ay connected with possible rights based upon matri- 
lineal descent; but when the family relationship between the 
giver and receiver of the gift is merely derived from a brother 
and sister relationship between their respective ancestors several 
generations back, I do not see how this could w'ell be so; whilst 
my hypKithesis offers an explanation with which the extension 
of the practice seems to be consistent. It may be that the con¬ 
tinuance of these gifts only occurred occasionally when definite 
challenges were made. 

It was customary for the families of chiefs, including the 
great titular chiefs, such as the tufaam, tuiahia and Mahetoa, 
to have, in addition to their own family names, what were 
called sa'oavtili/ma names. These were the names taken by 
their taupou, or village virgins, the daughters of the head chiefe 
who bore the family names, the leaders {m*o) of the companies 
of girls (aualum^i) of the villages; they were, according to 
Kramer, generally the names of famous women of the chiefs 
family, and a daughter of a chief would take the name as soon 
as she w^as installed in the office of taupm, Kramer giv^es a list 
of the sa*mualuma names of twen^^*three families'. This 
curious custom b so suggestive of the importance vvliich Samoan 
ideas attached to their women, that I have, by reference to 
genealogies and other sources of information, traced out the 
origin of a number of the names (I could not trace 

the rest) with the follow^g results: I am not giving the sa^o^ 
aualutfuz names, as these can be referred to on pp. 32 and 33, 
^ Kt£mcr, SJ. va!. [, pp. ^3 uj. 
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vol. I, of Krimer, and are unimportant for my present 
purpose* 


Family 

Tuiaana 


Tuiatua 

MaUetoa 

Tuimanu*a 

Samuangututia (Aaiu) ... 
Satuda (Savsd*i branch),*, 
Tuimalcali^ifano (Aana).., 
Lilomaiava (Aana) 
Salcvalaai-Mata'afa (Atua) 
Saasomua (Tuamaeanga) 
SajTiocleoi (Savai'^i) 
Tangaroa (Savai'i) 

Siia (Sav^u'i) 

Toniimaipc*B (Savai^i) ... 
Unutoa (Tutiula) 


Person from whom the si^oamluma name 
waa derived 

The daughter of the sister of the mother of 
tuiaana Tamalclangi—generatiDns back, 
A very important woman to whom the 
priests of Nafanua offered the four titles 
required for that of U^dija 

Step-sister of tmatua ToLang^taua—18 genera¬ 
tions back*. 

Sister of Malietoa Ae'o^ainu'u—6 generations 
back. Her descendants seem to have acted 
as kava chewers to the hlalietoa** 

Sister of tuimanu*a Lctama—12 generadons 

back*. 

Daughters of sister of rumana Muangututia— 
6 genemtiDna back^* 

Apparently a female holder of the name—5 
generations back*. 

Sister of TuitaliUt holder of the title—7 genera¬ 
tions back^. 

\Vife of Nailevaiiliili* holder of the title—7 
generations back ** 

Sister of Tago, holder of tlte name—7 genera¬ 
tions back** 

Sister of Asomua* founder of the fanuty^—it 
generations hack^*. 

Sister of husband of female holder of name— 
1% generations back’^. 

Sister of Toomata, holder of the titled 
generations back*** 

Sister of TolalepaJaliij holder of the name—7 
generations back**. 

Sister of Nonuina‘aio„ holder of title—5 genera¬ 
tions back**. 

Sister of Unutoa^ holder of the lunte—genera¬ 
tion uncertain*^* 


As regards my references in the above particulars to holders 
of titles and family names, I must explain that these may not 


* Ibid. pp. 97, 169^ 201 sq.f 24J* We have seen dut ihe and Tamalelongi 
were chUdren of two siatcis, and that she was actually living at Leulumoenga^ 
the seat of got'emment of Aana. Perhaps he regarded her os his awn sister* 
which she was in the clsasLEcatory sense. 

* pp* 263 nefc ij. 
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■ JKif* p* 197. 
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** Ibtd^ p* 337, 
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** Ibid. pp. 97. 101. 
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all be correct. Kramer’s genealogical tables include names of 
people through whom the succession of the titles had passed, 
even though they themselves had never held them, and it is 
not always easy to distinguish these. Nevertheless I am con¬ 
vinced that this inaccuracy can only apply to one or two cases, 
if any, and even in those cases the particulars do not entirely 
lose their interest. My obser\’ations follovsing next must, how¬ 
ever, be taken as being subject to this qualification. 

It will have been noticed that in nearly every case the woman 
whose name had been adopted for the sa^oaualuma name of a 
family was the sister of a previous holder of the title or name; 
that is,she was,before his succession, the sisterwho might, under 
a lingering recognition of matrilineal descent and succession, 
have some ground for disputing on behalf of her child, his (her 
brother’s) son’s right to the succession on his death, and might, 
according to my suggested interpretation of the matter, require 
to be bought off by a special present of a valuable mat. The 
subsequent holder of this name was the taupou^ or selected 
daughter of the chief, who assumed the name as soon as her 
offiaal position was recognized. Kramer draw^ attention to the 
fact that the favoured son (that is the presumed successor) had 
no particular name during his father^s lifetime, and contrasts 
his position with that of the taupou^. Each of these iaupou 
would, according to the custom, be entitled to claim a special 
mat on the death of the chief and succession of her brother to 
the title. It seems possible, therefore, that the use by these 
families of what, from their connection with the taupou and 
their girl attendants, were called satoaualuma names may also 
have been connected with the idea of matrilineal descent; 
that is, they may have been reg^ded as what might be 
called the female names of the families, keeping up the recog¬ 
nition of the sister’s claim, and this may have been their origin 
and significance. Perhaps Reinecke had this in mind when 
making the statement, referred to on a previous page, that 
highness of rank and pride in one’s ancestors were transmitted 
by, and personified in the taupou by means of female descent. 

Kramer tells of tuimanu^a Liatama who had a son Tama and 
a daughter Samalaulu. Tama, who was the next iuimanu'a^ had 
a son Tuitu’u; Samalaulu had a son Tui. There seems to have 
been some rivalry' between Tui‘tu‘u and Tui, because Tama 
made a “will,” by which he directed the two young men to 

* Krimer, SJ. vol. i, p. 32. 
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live peacefully and love each other, and gave the family name 
to both of them» Tui, Kramer tells us, was st^rcely acknow¬ 
ledged during his cousin's lifetime, and even after Tuitu*u^s 
death} his sisteris son succeeded; but after this person’s death 
the succession passed to Tui, as sole holder of the titie^. All 
this may have been a dispute caused by a claim, based on 
matrilineal descent, by the son of the sister against the son of 
the tmmant/a brother^ to the right to succeed to the title of 
tmmanu'af and which claim was anticipated by the tuimar^u'd 
himself in his lifetime* and an arrangement made by him for 
compromising it* 

Referring to the terrible curse which, according to the stor}^ 
told by Kr^er, the sister of a descendant of Ngalumalemana 
would bestow upon her brother*s children if he did not give 
her a sufficiently good mat, and the superstitious fear, of which 
Schultz speaks, of the wrath of the sister or her descend¬ 
ants, 1 may mention that a curious feature of the relationship 
between brother and sister was the great fear felt for the curse 
of the sister or one of her children. The curse of one of these 
was specially dreaded; it was supposed to produce barrenness 
in a woman or the death of children in the brother’s family, 
and in case of serious illness special enquiry w'as made of them 
as to w^hether they had uttered a curse* The only way to ward 
off the effect of the curse was to propitiate the person who 
had uttered it; and then she or he would fill her or his mouth 
with water and spurt It over the sufferer^. Hood speaks of the 
sister's curse as the direst calamity which could befall a man®, 
and other w'ritcrs refer to the same subject, but I cannot discuss 
the question here* Why was it that the sister's curse was so 
peculiarly terrible? For the purpose of arriving at what seems 
to me to be a possible answer to this question, 1 must refer in 
advance to certain contentions w^hich I shall raise in a later 
chapter. I shall suggest that the head of a family or other 
social group, the bearer of its narne or title, was its natural 
priest (even though he might delegate his religious functions 
to departmental officials), into whom the tutelary' god of the 
group was supposed to have entered, and who was in con¬ 
sequence closely in touch with that deitv. He, with this divine 
connection, would obriously be peculiarly powerful in bringing 
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good or on I to other members of the group by securing the 
help or anger of the god. There is, in point of fact, evidence 
of the destructive power of a father's curse^* Let us now 
recognise the possibilin' that the people had an idea, based 
upon old beliefs and customs, that perhaps it was really not 
the male head of the family into whom the god had entered, 
but his sister, it being through her, and not through him, that 
the family descent would pass to future generations i or at all 
events thatshewas,asthe transmitter of the title, specially sacred» 
With a belief of this sort it is obvious that her curse ivould be 
specially feared. Stair, in classif^'^i ng the different orders of pri est- 
hood* refers to the priests of families, and says that this office 
was sometimes held by the head of a family, or his sister-. Why 
was it his sister, specially, as distinguished fromj say, one of 
his brothers? This singling out by Stair of the sister discloses 
an idea which is consistent enough with the suggestions 1 have 
been makings but otherw'ise it is difficult to account for it. I 
admit that my ideas on this subject are purely hypothetical; 
but at ah events they offer a possible explanation of something 
which would othensise be difficult to understand. The idea of 
the sanctity of the sister is also conveyed by the terms mea sa 
(sacred giftj* to which I have already referred. Stair says that 
when a patient died, and his friends expostulated with the god 
for taking him away, the answer was sometimes that that god 
[? or the patient] had been oveipowered by the aitu of. the 
family on the mother's side®; which suggests that the conflict 
betiveen matrilineal and patrilineal rights w^as conceived as ex¬ 
tending to the gods. 

Writers refer to the very great deference and respect which 
a man had to show to his sister. In some cases it is obvious 
that this only refers to sexual avoidance, and in others there is 
nothing to indicate that more than this is involved; a few^ of 
the statements, however, seem to carry the matter further. 
Several WTiters refer to the duties of brothers to protect their 
sisters; but this does not amount to much for our present 
purpKisc. Browm says that the privileges and powers of the 
sister and her children were verj'^ great, and the relationship 
between her and her brother seems to have been of a semi- 

» £/■ vol. f, p 430. voL JI, p. sg; Pruti, 

/f-AJvj-lv* voJ, XXI Vp 201 ^ Accordinff to Pratt $ dictiofta.ry wai 

the term for the supernatural power of a parent bringing a curse on a disobedient 
child. 

’ Stair, p. 2a3« 
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sacred character; indeed she and her children were regarded 
as sacred persons^; and he says, as we have seen, that this 
reJationship continued as benveen her children and his children. 
A statement of this sort, made by a resident missionary, can 
hardly have referred to a mere matter of sexual avoidance. 
Kr^er takes the matter further by saving that both her 
brother and his children treated her and her children with 
special politeness and submission'^. 

Stuebel speaks of the bond of obligation between brothers 
and sisters; the brothers brought all the best tilings, objects of 
dress, food, including the heads of animals, to the sister, and 
she had great prerogatives over them; if she married, they 
offered the greatest respect to her husband^. As regards heads 
of animals, I may say that these were regarded as the most 
honourable portions. Von Bulow says that the respect which, 
according to Samoan custom, was paid by brothers, half- 
brothers, and cousins of different degrees of relationship, to 
sisters, half-sisters, aunts and cousins of different degrees of 
relationship, ivas based upon a law as to the relation between 
brother and sister and their respective descendants which 
exercised a special influence on the prosperity of men. The 
best of all was offered to the sister; the brother protected her; 
fulfilled her wishes with regard to toilet, clothing, dwelling and 
food; followed her counsel with respect to rWiily matters, 
cultivation of land, and his personal acquaintances {Ufngang)^ 
and her wishes, whether good or bad, were carried out. He 
gives as the reason for offering her the best of all his fear of 
her anger or that of her posterity, which would bring destruction 
on his children‘s; by which he is evidently referring to her 
curse. In illustration of this he refers to matters svluch have 
appeared in this book in connection with the peopling of 
Savai^i by the descendants of Lealali. I draw attention to the 
portion of these matters that relates to the brothers Lafai (or 
Laifai)and Fune and their father^s sister Fotu* who, according to 
both Turner and von Eulow, was established between them to 
prevent them from quarrelling. Von Bhlow says that Fune 
founded the village of Safunc and other villages, whilst Lafaz, 
who, as the elder, took over the government, called the village 
founded by him Sa-Fotu-Lafai, as a sign that he would only 
govern the descendants of Fotu in a sense (iitt Sinne). He also 

^ Brown, p. 41. ' Krtmer, SJ* vok i, pp. 477, 4S1. 

* Stucbcl, p. S9. ' Von Billow, Gtotus, vol. lxviji, p. 140. 
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says that it was on the bond of relationship between brother 
and sister (evidently meaning the bond between the two merits 
father Va*asiliifiti and his sister Fotu) that was founded the 
influence which the descendants of Fotu (Safotu) exercised 
over the descendants of Lafai (Safotulafai) and Fune (Safune), 
and the sovereignty which Fotu (Safotu) in course of lime 
extended all over SamoaAccording to another statement, 
Fotu and her sister Lenga, also mentioned above, and their 
descendants were given the right to give the casting vote 
{Ausschlag) in war and peace, and von Biilow ascribes this to 
the custom of accounting the rank of the mother higher than 
that of the father-. Wo thus see that, according to von Biilow, 
the prerogatives, which ErowTi suggests and to which Kramer 
and Stuebel refer, went a long w-ay; and they w^re, according 
to Kramer and von Bulow, and probably Brown* exercised, 
not only by the sister over the brother, but by her descendants 
over his. We may compare with this Schultz*s statement, 
referred to above, that the iamafafine exercised great influence 
in all family matters, by which he evidently means or includes 
those of the family of die tumatmie. Botli von Eiilotvand Tomer 
agree that, according to legend, this paternal aunt of Lafai and 
F’une, was able In some way to keep them from fighting; and 
though this is only a legend, it would probably be consistent 
wath Samoan ideas* Then von Biilow suggests a recognition of 
some sort of limitation, which I do not quite understand, of the 
power of a descendant of the brother to rule over the descend¬ 
ants of the sister. Von Biilow touches on the same subject in 
another way elsewhere. He says that in general only men had 
votes in the councils of the family; but it was permitted to the 
sister of the chief alone, and her posterity, to express their 
wishes, and the chief w^as by custom constrained to comply 
with the wishes of the sister and her posterity®. Stuebel dso 
is apparently referring to the same practice when he says that 
land could not be given away by the head of the family, or him 
w^ho bore the name, without his having first consulted his 
children, his family, and the children of his sister; for it vras 
the custom that all such matters should be communicated to 
the children of the father's sister^. I point out that this 
might come under the rights, as a^inst a man, of his sister's 
child. At a recent date (1R90) a family in one of the Tonu- 

n Von BUlaw, vul. unnu, p. 140. * Jhid, vol* ucoti p 85 

=1 Ibid, vol* Ljpjc, p. 1^3. * Stuebel, KM.V. %o 1 , iv, p. 127. 


SAMOA 


105 

maipe'a villages had been guilty of the double offence of cutting 
up and distributing a shark, vdthout telling the head Tonu- 
maipe'a chief, pid of failing to bring in food for the chief's 
guests. The chief sent for ’'the old woman" to say what she 
would desire should be done. She came, Investigated the facts, 
and pronounced sentence, under which the bulk of the property' 
of the delinquents was destroyed^ We are not told who this 
old w^oman was; but it seems possible that wt have here an 
example of the exercise of the feminine prerogatives which wc 
have been discussing, 

1 have found no other statements as to these enormous 
powers held by a man's sister and her descendants. If they 
are correct, they seem to have a possible bearing upon our 
present subject. Kindness, respect and protection which had 
to be offered by a brother to a sister, are one matter; and mani¬ 
festations of respect, suggesting an idea that she was a superior 
being, might be merely a matter of avoidance. But a right on 
her part to require him to treat her with submission and to 
follow’ her counsel in family matters, and a right to dominate 
the decisions of his family council, is a very different matter; 
and it is still more remarkable if this right passed down to her 
descendants and was exercised over his descendants, and 
could even produce the influence, and ultimate dominating 
position, indicated by the Savai'i tale. If all this is true, we 
must seek for an explanation; and here again 1 suggest that 
this might be found in matrilineal descent, with the conse¬ 
quent belief that it w'as into descendants of the sister, and 
not those of the brother, that the family god would enter more 
especially. Under patrilineal succession he and his descendants 
attained to the headship of the family; but the view involved 
by matrilineal descent put a gcxid deal of controlling power 
into her hands and those of her descendants. Of course the 
process of reasoning which this suggestion involves is not 
exact, because the descendants of the sister should only be 
those in the female line; but the whole question is more or less 
inexact, because, I contend, of the mental confusion arising 
from the change of system. 

Though, as I have said, I have found no further evidence 
of this great pow er of the sister, there are indications, pointing 
In the same direction, with reference to that important person, 
the taiipm or village virgin, the daughter of the head chief, 

' Smebd, p. <57. 
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We shall see m a subsequent chapter that on an occasion of a 
Jono of the chiefs, or a ceremonial performance (such as a kava 
part}'), held vAthln the fuleiekt she was entitled to be present, 
and had her appointed place, though her brother, the probable 
successor to the title, had no right to be in the buildings also 
she received her sa^ijaualuma name immediately on her appoint¬ 
ment as Imipoii, whereas her brother acquired no special name 
or title till his succession on the death of the reigning chief. 
Kramer says that a post in the faletele belonged to the t^upoii, 
as to a chief I indeed he suggests that the word tanpott is con¬ 
nected with pou (post) and tau (owner)*; and Reinecke goes 
further in sajdng that she decided with the first chiefs as to 
public arrangements, and above all, maners concerning the 
female members of her sphere of power-, by which he means, 

I presume, the village or area over which her father, the chief, 
ruled. These statements are, I think, in keeping wdth, and tend 
to support, von Billow’'s information concerning the rights of 
a man's sister, in that they disclose a recognition of the special 
importance, and consequent rights and powers of a w'oman* 
The inexactitude involved in considering this matter is perhaps 
even greater than, in the case of the rights of a man's sister; 
but here again 1 refer to the effect of the confusion of ideas 
which had arisen, 

I have found another incidental illustration of the matter, 
Stuebel refers to the possible adoption as a son by a tula/alef 
or orator, of the son or a chief, and to the subsequent lavishjics>s 
in gifts by the tulafale and his family to the chief. He refers 
to the possible nomination by the tuiafale of this adopted son 
as his successor, and the succession of the latter. Then he says 
that if this man led a bad life, and was hard and cruel to the 
iulafaie*s family, he was driven away by the sisters of the 
tuiafale and their children, the name was taken away from him, 
he was deprived of his succession, and had to return to his 
family^* Here again we have an example of an exercise of 
pow'er, said to have rested specially with a man’s sisters and 
their children, which is quite in harmony with the direct 
statements on the subject. 

There w’as in Samoa a birth custom which seems to illustrate 
the doubts In the minds of the people on the question of 
descent. Immediately before the actual birth of the child 

' KrSirnifr, SJ. vol. i, p, 3a mU i, 

“ ftciiiccke, Ciabui, voln utsvi, p. 6, 
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prayers were, according to Turner, offered first, a$ a rule, to 
the god of the father's family, and then, if the case was tedious 
or difficult, to that of the mother’s family, and the c^d was 
specially associated with the god that was being auppU<^ted at 
the moment of birth, becoming its merda, and during infancy 
being named as the merda of the god^ This statement appears, 
on the face of it, not to be very exact; but the inference seems 
to be that the selection of the child's god was a matter of 
chance^; and i think we may assume that the child would be 
associated more or less with the family of the parent with 
whose god he was connected. I find no ei-idence of any sub¬ 
sequent differentiation, as regards treatment and mutual rights 
and duties, between children of the same parents, according 
to the respective families w 4 th which they were so associated ; 
but in one of the Manu‘an legends we are told of a “will” 
made by two parents, as to what was to be done after their 
deaths, which bears upon the subject. The eldest son w^as to 
have the first share, and was to be the representative of his 
mother's family, and on days of w'ork his brothers were to 
present him with offerings. Ail the other sons were to be of 
the male side, and each of them w^as enjoined to bring first- 
fruits to the eldest son as the representative of the female 
line®, I may point out that, even if tins legend, of which the 
above extract forms part, had been a mere invention, an alleged 
arrangement of this sort would hardly be otherwise than in 
accord with a Samoan custom, past or present, universal or 
partial; and here w^e find that the child that was to represent 
the mother's side of the famdy was the eldest, got the first 
share, and was to receive offerings and annual first-fruits from 
each of the others. 

Westermarck, after dealing with the subject of marriage by 
purchase’* discusses the decay of the custom^. Concerning the 
latter subject, he suggests that the purchase money in some 
places became in time smaller and smaller, and in some cases 
took the form of more or less arbitrary' presents. He says that 
another mode of preserving the symbol of sale was the receipt 
of a gift of real value, w'hich was immediately returned to the 
giver; but that generally not the same, but another gift, was 
presented in return®, 1 do not know whether Westermarck's 
construction of these later customs has been generally accepted 

» Tamer, p. 70. * Cf . Turner, p. 17* . JP. yoj. Mtv, p.M 3 . 

* WestenTLEirck, chap xvii. * JbiJ. chap, svii i . Ibui. p. 405 ■ 
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by ethnologists; but if it has, I may point to certain somewhat 
similar customs that prevailed in Samoa in connection with 
birth. The subject is outside the scope of this book; but I may 
here say, broadly, that during the period of pregnancy, and 
perhaps after the birth, the family of the husband gave to the 
wife’s family presents of pigs and other provisions, and perhaps 
other things, and that subsequently, after the birth, the wife’s 
relatives gave to those of the husband presents of native cloth 
and mats. I do not know whether I am justified in suggesting 
that we may perhaps apply to this birth custom Westermarck’s 
explanation of marriage customs, but if we do so, we may have 
here a relic of purchase of the child by the family of the husband 
from that of tne wife; and this would involve the idea that the 
child was regarded as belonging to the wife’s family, and not 
to that of the husband. I may refer, by way of comparison, to 
Williams’s statement that in Fiji it was a common practice to 
name the first child after the man’s father, and the second after 
the mother’s father. In the first case, the friends of the man 
made the wife a present; and in the other, her friends offered 
a gift to the husband*. This practice might be based upon 
conflicting claims to the child by the families of the father and 
mother, the idea being that the family to which the child was 
treated as belonging had to make a payment of compensation 
to the other. 

Turner, in speaking of the prevalent custom of adoption, 
says the general rule w'as for the husband to give aw'ay his 
child to his sister, and for the child to be adopted by her*. The 
child would thus be the offspring of a brother, and w’ould 
be recognized as the child of his sister*; so a transaction of this 
sort w’ould consolidate conflicting rights, and strengthen the 
claim of the child to succeed his father. Here again there was 
an interchange of gifts. 

Fraser says that in Samoa a man, when he married, had to 
go and live in his wife’s family, and work for them, being a 
veritable slave to his mother-in-law' for a year; after which he 
and his wife went to their own home*. This was not, I think, 

^ Williami and Calvert, vol. i, p. 176. Codrington (p. 231) dcacribcs a Banks 
Island birth custom for the father to m^c a papnent to tne kinsmen of the mother, 
which he regards as intended to meet thdr claim to the child. 

* Turner, p. 83. 

* An adopted child was regarded as belonging to the social group into which 
it was adopted. 

* Fraser, R^^.S.W. >ol. xxv, p. 83 note 8. Cf. Brown, pp. 42 tq. 
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the practice so far as the chiefs were concerned; so I suppose 
Fraser must be referring to a low'cr or middle class custom* 
A practice for a newly-married couple to live with the wife's 
people is, I think, commonly associated \vith matrilincal 
descent; but in that case we should expect them to remain 
there more or less permanently, and not for a year only. 
Possibly a poor man might live with and work for his wife’s 
people by way of payment for the w^ife'. .'■Vny such system as 
IS reported by Fraser might, perhaps, be based on either or 
botli these ideas. If it was a question of labour, the custom 
would not be applicable to chiefs; but also if it was one of 
mathlineal descent, it might be that the old system had hung 
on rather more tenaciously among the lower classes, among 
whom succession to the family name, and the paternal rights 
which had evolved in connection with it, was not so im¬ 
portant* 

TONGA 

In Tonga, according to Mariner, nobility depended upon 
relationship to the ttiiionga or the that w'as in effect upon 
relationship to one of the three great ruling families of Tonga- 
tabu* in every' family nobility descended by the female line* 
children acquiring their rank by inheritance from the mother's 
side, for where the mother was not noble, the children were 
not nobles* but all the children of a female noble were, without 
exception, nobles®. If a noble woman was the wife of a jmtabuk, 
her superiority to him in rank passed to her children, male and 
female; but in domestic matters she submitted to his arrange¬ 
ments^. If a man, however high his rank, married a woman of 
the tua class, and they had a child* that child would not be a 
noble* though it were known that the father was a noble; but 
if a noble woman had a child by a ttia man* the child would be 
a noble®. Veeson says family dignity descended from the 
mother; and he refers to the case of a efuef whose children 
were of different ranks and dignity according to the ranks of 
their respective mothers®. Home says that the highest rank 
was derived from the mother^* According to West, rank was 
hereditary* and descended chiefly through women®. Pritchard 
says that in Fiji* Samoa, and Tonga, social political rank w'as 

* Cf. Frawf, r. E. vol. I. p. 71. ’ Mariiicr, voL il, p* 83 . 

* Hid. pp* 89. * Ibid. p. iJS* * P* 

* VcMon, p. 94. ' Home, p. 582, * %Vcat. p* 260. 
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regulated by the grade of the mother rather than that of the 
father^. The French missionaries say that in Tonga rank was 
hereditary through women-. Bays tells us that the children 
ranked in life according to the rank of their mothers, and 
exemplifies this by saying that the eldest son of a principal wife 
would succeed to the rank of his father, or even perhaps 
higher to that of his maternal grandfather^, Thomson refers 
to a recent example of a man who was, through his mother, 
a great chief, though his father was only a chief of second 
rank'*, 

1 have quoted these waiters separately and fully in order to 
secure the full cumulative effect of their evidence. It is clear, 
I think, that the)'* are all referring to what I am calling 
“ descent.” I think Bays's suggested alternative perhaps points 
to a confusion of ideas, ba$^ on the son's succession to the 
official rank of his father, whilst the social rank, which would 
descend to him through his mother, might be higher than the 
other. So far as definite statements are concerned, the evidence 
of a survival of a system of matrilineal descent in Tonga is 
fuller and stronger than in Samoa, though our small knowledge 
of Tonga does not enable me to refer, as I do for Samoa, to a 
number of miscellaneous practices which may, according to 
my view's, have had theif origin in a recognition of matrilineal 
descent. There are, how'ever, a few matters to w^hich 1 will 
draw attention. 

Mariner's statement that every' Tongan chief paid the greatest 
respect to his eldest sister, which he showed by never entering 
the house in which she lived^, might well have referred merely 
to brother and sister avoidance, but for his confinement of this 
great respect to the case of the eldest sister, 1 have already 
drawn attention to some significant customs in Samoa, and 
have suggested that a specie sanctity and importance seemed 
to attach itself there to a sister, and that this was perhaps based 
on the idea that under the rule of matrilineal descent trans¬ 
mission to future generations of the family rank of blood had 
fallen upon her, and not upon the brother. It is possible that 
some such idea as this is involved in the special respect shown 
to the eldest sister in Tonga. 

1 have suggested that the need for a present of a mat w hich in 
Samoa had to be given by a chief to his sister on his succession, 

* Pritchiird, p. 10J. ■ Pire A. C., p. x, " pp. itj sq* 

* Tlwfiison, p. * Mariner, vol. p. 135. 


TONGA 


II£ 

was based on,or had its origin in, the idea of buying from her the 
claim which her descendants might have to the subsequent suc¬ 
cession,on the ground that it was to them, and not to the children 
of the chief then succeeding, that the descent of the blood rank 
and social membership of the family would pass under a system 
of matrilineal descent* 1 draw attention, with reference to this 
subject, to a statement by d’Urville that it was the custom, 
dunng the ceremony of inauguration, on the death of a tmtoiigat 
of his son as the nevr tuiiotiga, for the tutloj^a fajwe —that is, 
the sister of the new ttdtonga^to go to a neighbouring fountain, 
attended by four or five of her women, “to purify herself"^, 
\Vhy had she to do this? The subject of taboo cannot be dis¬ 
cussed in this book; but I may say that it seems to have involved 
a confusion of ideas which included both sanctity and impurity, 
almost as though they meant, or were forms of, the same thing* 
i believe that on the inauguration of a chief—the passing to 
him of the family title—it was supposed that the tutelar god 
of the family passed, as it were, in a way, into or became 
immanent in him, or that he became closely associated with 
the god, and he so became the natural high pnest of the family; 
a certain sanctity was thus transmitted to him as holder of the 
title which he did not before possess. Water or oil, applied by 
bathing, anointing or sprinkling, formed, apparently, in parts 
of Polynesia a medium or conductor by which a taboo of 
sanctity or impurity could be transmittra into a person, or 
taken out of him* It is here that a possible explanation of this 
purification ceremoiw, as it is called, by the sister may, 1 
think, be found* In Samoa, sprinkling or anointing with coco¬ 
nut water, or perhaps sometimes ordinary water, was an im- 
portant part of the ceremony on the inauguration of a chief; 
but it was also, according to Kr^er, a method of taking a 
taboo off anything, and, among other things, taking away a 
chiefs title^. Stair also refers to this use for the purpose of 
taking away a title, and gives as an example an occasion, on 
which it was so used in the case of a chief who had been killed, 
and whose body sprinkled with coconut v\^ter with a 
demand, addressed to me body, to “give us back our ao** 
[title], by which means, he says, the title was recalled, and the 
sacred ness attached to it was dispelled^. 

* D'OrtilEcj. Artro. voL w, p* 109 ■ 

* Krtnicf, SJ, voL i, pp* itjg noU, 479* 

■ Stair, p* laS. Cf. Stair, vol. rv, p. ia7. 
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Now, as regards the inauguration of a new tmtonga on the 
death of his predecessor, the title with its sanctity would pass 
to him on his inauguration; but, owing to the confusion arising 
from the continuance, in a certain degree, of the system of 
matrilineal descent, with the matrilineal succession w'hich would 
properly accompany it, nomithstanding the development of a 
system of patrilineal succession, the idea might prevail that on 
the death of the newly-appointed tuitongat the person to whom 
the sanctity would more properly pass, and who would be the 
person who ought to succeed him, would be, not his own son, 
but the son of his sister. There w'ould be a doubt as to the 
religious qualification of his own son, which might involve a 
possible flaw in his title, and this could be removed by the 
sister ridding herself of any superior sanctity she might have, 
and which would otherwise pass to her descendants, by the 
process of bathing, which would be correctly spoken of as 
purification^ £ do not know whether this suggestecfexplanation 
of the matter will be accepted as being probably or possibly 
correct; but if it is so, we have an example of an important 
ceremonial practice whose origin is to be found in a system of 
matrilineal descent^. 

Monfat says of the tuikanokubf>lu Tukuaho, whose name has 
appeared in previous pages, that w hen his father died Tukuaho 
ought to have allowed his paternal aunt to inherit the power, 
“according to the customs of the countryNow this may 
have no bearing upon our present subject ; but it is possible 
that it has such. With matrilineal descent Tukuaho would not 
belong to his father's family, and so w^ould not be eligible for 
the holding of its title; but his father's sister, and her son after 
her, would be eligible, and that may have been the reason why 
she should have succeeded. A mere fact that the aunt was 
eligible among others would mean nothing, but it is suggested 
that she had what seems to have been a prior right. 'ITiia case 

* The ^iefwho was being ineuaurated and his sister would bclanc to the 
Therefore there would be m need to protect him aininst claims 
by her, 1 tic ceremonjr would be iniejidcd to protect his descoidanta from 
clBima by hcrlt. 

' The Rev* John Roscoe found a custom among the Bahrma people of 
^ncfl, on b death* for the dead tnim’s aisttr to be purified by the head 
of the clan, and for htr to purify her brother, before he could inherit (Man 
vol. XX, p, ai): and in reply to my enquiry, Mr Roscoe told me that the pun- 
besUon was elTectcd by spnnlding of water, mixed with while dayj and that 
the sister, as a remm for this, look some of the property, h is possible that 
the idea invoJs-ed m this a somewhat Bunilar to that which I am fluefrestinct 

■ Monfot, Toft^a, p, 30* 
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is not identical with the situation I have suggested concerning the 
tuitonga, becaup here it was the sister herself, and not her son* 
who ought, it IS said, to have succeeded on the death of her 
brother; I may say as to this, however* that in the tuitojiga 
case J might have included the sister berseif as a possible 
successor on her brother’s death, but avoided doing so, because 
it was not the custom to have a female tujKttiga, Also, with 
matrilineal descent the sister herself would have no better 
claim than another brother^ 

SOCIETY ISLANDS 

The bulk of our information as to, or touching, the question 
of matrilineal descent in the Society Islands comes from Tahiti. 
Mqerenhout, who apparently applies the title <nfi to the great 
chiefs only', distingmshingthe minor chiefs by the term tavana^^ 
says that if a daughter who was the only scion of a noble family 
married a man vmo was not the son of a principal chief, a son 
bom of the marriage immediately took the title of and 
that, when the father was only a subordinate chief* and the 
mother belonged to the high aristocracy, then she was regent-. 
This is probably a case of succession at birth; but I think it 
involves the proposition that the mother's high nobility of 
family rank descended to the son, notwithstanding the inferior 
rank of the father* De Bo vis says that in Tahiti women bore 
in themselves, app^ently, a degree of nobility superior to that 
of the other sex. I'hen, taking tlie case of a royal lady, he says 
that if she had a child by an unknown father, this child w'as 
as royal as if he had counted a long suite of kings in his 
genealogy, and that if the father was notorionsly a man of the 
lowest class of the people, that damaged the child a little, but 
he remained a prince; and there w^as something like this among 
the inferior caste. On the other hand, if a prince made a 
m^aUiaticej the children bom of that union had no right to the 
privileges or the position of their father, and only inherited a 
mixed position, in proportion, it is true, to the power of the 
father; de Bo vis attributes the origin of the intermediate class 
to marriages of this sort. He gives as an example the case of 
Tamatoa, king of Ra'iatea, the direct descendant of the royal 
line of this holy island, to whom all the princes of the archie 

^ Mocrenhout, vol. II, p* 5, "nM: word secnis to have been merely a 

co^ption of the KnglUh word “ governor”! but this point la not trnportant here. 

* p. i t (note). 
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pciago claimed to be related, lisithout which they would not 
be princes* This great king married a woman of the lowest 
class; and his children by her, though they had almost all made 
princely alliances, only belonged to the intermediate nobility, 
and none of them could have succeeded their father'* He says 
a woman, in generation, conferred a higher degree than a man 
could transmit”, by which he means, I imagine, that a woman 
could pass her rant to her child notwithstanding the inferiority 
of its other parent, whilst a man could not do this. These 
statements suggest some recognition of a system of matriimeal 
descent* 

I must say, with reference to de Bovis^s statements, that 
women of the chiefs' class did not, 1 think, as a rule, have 
connection with Imv-class men, and that, if a chief had con¬ 
nection with a low-class woman, the child would probably be 
killed (see bdow)* There may have been exceptions, but the 
evidence must not, I think, be regarded as pointing to 
frequency of such very' unequal marriages. This does not, 
however, destroy its value so far as the main question we are 
considering is concerned, 

Ellis says that if a matrimonial connection took place be¬ 
tween one of the arTi class [that of chiefs] with a person of an 
inferior order [this does not necessarily mean of the lowest 
class; it might be a minor chief or then, unless a 

variety of ceremonies was performed at the temple, by which 
the inferiori^ was supposed to be removed, and the parties 
made equal m dignity, all the offspring of such a union w'cre 
invariably destroyed to preserve the distinction of the reigning 
families®. This statement, taken by itself, might include cases 
in which cither the husband or the wife was superior in rank; 
but Ellis also says that if the rank of the mother was inferior 
to that of the father, the children, whether male or female, 
were destroyed; but if the mother originally belonged to the 
ari*i class, or had been raised to it, she was regarded as a 
queen*; as to this he says nothing of any ceremonial method 
of remo\dng the inequalit)\ I fancy that Ellis means, not only 
that the children of an inferior mother were killed, but that there 
was perhaps a differentiation of some sort in the custom if she 
was of the chief class, f do not think we must assume too 
much from this apparent differentiation; but If the evidence is 


Dc Bovis, pp. 244 so^ 
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correct it iudicatcs an incurable objection to the retention of 
children arising perhaps only where the mother was of the 
inferior clasSj and is mtelUgible enough on the assumption of 
a recognition of matriiineai descent. The children of a marriage 
would be regarded as the family of the husband and wife; but 
with some continuance of matriiineai descent they would be 
regarded as belonging to her social rank rather than to his. If 
the wife was, say of the chief class, and the husband was, say 
a ra attra, there would not be so much harm in the matter, as 
the children of the marriage would be of the chief class, but 
^me ceremony might be adopted to adjust matters; but if the 
hushed was the chief and the wife of the rdatira class, the 
situation would be grave, because the children would be of the 
lower class, and nothing but their destruction would cure the 
matter. 

I do not know what w-ere the ceremonies to which Ellis 
refers, but I may say that he tells us elsewrhere that in cases of 
unequal marriages there was a custom to kill the children of 
the marriage one after another, by which the parent of inferior 
birth was progressively [my italics] raised m rank, and so 
reached a point of equality with the other parent, after which 
jheir offspring were allowed to live^. If this practice was 
identical m all cases of disparity of rank, great or small, in 
which either the father or the mother was the inferior, there 
seems to be some confusion in Ellis's evidence* But if, on the 
other hand, as is possible, the number of children to be killed, 
in order to remove the inequalitj' in rank, was less when the 
\vife was the superior than when the husband was so, the 
importance of the matter being less in the former case than in 
the other, then further light is thrown upon the subject. Ellis, 
according to my interpretation of his probable meaning, says 
that if It was the mother w'ho was inferior, then all the children 
killed; but if the inferior spouse w'as the father, this 
<»uld be avoided by a ceremony at the temple, and I associate 
this latter statement with his reference to the killing of children 
—not all of them, but progressively until the inequality ^vas 
removed. Williams says that if a w'oman of rank was united to 
a man of inferior gr/de the destruction of two, or six 
i^ants w^as required to raise him to an equality with her; and 
that when this had been effected, the succeeding children were 
spared^; and he refers to a case of a chief woman married to 

' lillisp vol. 1, p. 256. * Willimns. p. 565* 
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a man of inferior rank^ and in which, after one child had been 
killed, a second and third were put to death on the insistence 
of the mother and her relatives, in spite of the opposition of 
the father^, Willian\s, however, says nothing of any system of 
progressive killing of some only of the children in a case where 
the inferior spouse was the mother. Ellis describes a method 
of removing inequality of rank of the parents at the marriage 
ceremony. Ha\nn^ told us of a rite performed first by the 
relatives of the bnde, and then hy those of the husband, he 
refers to a further performance, which sometimes occurred, 
and in which it is clear the relatives of both husband and w ife 
took part. The female relatives cut their faces and brows with 
an instrument set with sharks" teeth, receiving the flowing 
blood on a piece of native cloth, and deposited the doth, 
sprinkled with the mingled blood of the mothers of the married 
pair, at the feet of the bride. By this act any inferiorit}' of rank 
that might have existed was removed, and not only were tJie 
husbana and wife considered equal, but the tw'o families to 
which they respectively belonged were ever afterwards regarded 
as one-. It is not clear from the account w-hether this ceremony 
was performed by the mothers only or by other female relatives 
also [ but the fact that it w'as the women’s blood only that was 
required to produce the desired equality of the pair, and amal¬ 
gamation of their respective families, suggests at once that it 
was only the female blood that mattered, or had once been re¬ 
garded as mattering; and such an idea maVt I think, be associated 
with a system, past or continuing, of matrilineal descent. 

In the Society Islands, as in Samoa, the question of descent 
seems to have been in a state of flux and uncertainty, for 
Moerenhout says that the children would be regarded, as from 
birth, as belonging to cither the father or the mother; and in 
case the parents aftenvards separated, the children would go 
to one or the other according to what had been so arranged®. 
We see this uncertainty reflected in the legend of the origin of 
the name of the Teva group, told on a previous page. Here the 
shark god told the Vaiari chieftai ness that he was of the race 
of ari*i rahi, or great chiefs, and that if her child by him turned 
out to be a girl, she was to belong to her, and tike her name, 
but if it was a boy, he was to be called Teva, and a marae w'as 
to be built for him. 

* Willlami, pp. 563 sg. ' Ellis, vol. 1, p. ijz. 

’ Moermhinit, voL Ji, pp. 63 tg. 
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I have quoted de Bovis^s statement that a Tahitian woman 
bore in herself, apparent]a de^ee of nobility superior to 
that of the other sex* Ari'i Taimai says that perhaps the most 
decisive part of every’ head chiefs influence was his family 
connections* Nowhere was marriage of greater political and 
social importance than in Tahiti^, The importance of matrix 
monial alliances with people of high hirth and ancestry seems 
to have been widely spread in Polynesia, nowhere more so, 
perhaps, than in Samoa; and its presence does not in itself 
point to any belief that it was through the woman, and not the 
man, that the ancestral blood of a family was passed down to 
subsequent generations. We have, however, one or two reasons 
for thinking that in Tahiti it was the women, rather than the 
men* w'ho strove and intrigued for the family glory and status; 
and unless we are to suppose that women there were naturally 
more ambitious than men—w’hich may or may not have been the 
are left to speculate w hether this may not have had its 
origin in the idea that the offspring of a marriage was primarUy 
that of the woman, rather than of the man* We have seen that it 
was a woman who broke the rahiti instituted by the Wctorious 
T avi on beh^ of his son* Then, w’hen Amo and Purca proposed a 
general Tahtd and erected a great marae for their son, there was an 
opposition, referred to by *AriS Taimai in the words This was 
more than Purea’s female relations could bear, and it set society 
into a ferment/^ It must be remembered that Ari*i Taimai was a 
Tahitian princess, looking at the matter through Tahitian eyes; 
and that being so, w-e are justified in believing that it was the 
female relations more especially who were the active opponents* 
In point of fact we see this in the account of what took place, 
for in each of the two attempts to break the mhid it was a 
woman w'ho tried to do it, and the fights were betw'cen them 
and Purea, and afterwards the initiative in the breaking up of 
the great inauguration feast seems to have been taken by a 
w'oman* **\s regards the Papara chiefdom, Ari^i Taimai speaks 
from time to time of the struggles in which it was engaged, 
and all through her book she treats Purea as the person primarily 
concerned, and seems to regard the development of power 
from the point of view' of its concentration in her, her husband 
Amo being apparently regarded as relatively unimportant* So 
also as reg^ds the Pomares, she says that Tetuanui (Iddeah), 
the wife of Pomare 1, who with her brother had won dl 

' Ari'i Tdimai, p, iq . 
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Pomare's victories, was the real brain and energy of the Pomare 
partyi do not attach undue importance to this question of 
female political acti\’ities; taken by itself, it would be valueless, 
but I thmk it worth while to draw attention to it. 


HERVEV ISLANDS 

In Mangma, according to Gill, and perhaps elsewhere in the 
Hervey group—I am not clear concerning his meaning as to this 
—after cutting the navel string of a newly born infant, the blood 
wras then washed out with water, and the name of the child's 
god was declared, it having been settled previously by the 
parents whether the child should belong to the mother's tribe 
or the father's. Usually the father’s had the preference; but 
occasionally, when the father's family was devoted to furnish 
sacrifices, the mother would seek to save her child's life by 
getting it adopted into her own tribe, the name of her own 
tribal divinity being pronounced over the babe. As a rule, 
how-ever, the father would pronounce over his child the name 
of his own god, Utakea, Teipe or Tangiia, w^hich would almost 
certainly insure its destruction In after years, though it might 
escape. The bamboo knife used for the operation wwld be 
taken to the tmrae of the god specified and thrown on the 
ground to rot; but if a second god's name were pronounced 
over the child the bamboo knife would go to one mtjra£f and the 
n^e of the babe only be pronounced in the second 
Lsualiy the w'oman gave up one child at least to her own tribe, 
the rest going to the father's tribe^. Families of certain de¬ 
feated tribes were recognized as the sources from which human 
victims were to be obtained, and it is to these that the statement 
refers. Gill gives an example of a case in which the family of 
the mother, to whom it had been arranged that the child should 
belong, was the sacrificial family and the father broke his 
promise to his wife, and had the child dedicated to his own 
god, and so, apparently, saved its lifeh I think that we are in 
this matter dealing with a question of descent rather than of 
succession, in which case the evidence is that descent was re¬ 
garded as being mainly patrilineal, but that it w'as not entirely 
so, and that among other things it might for reasons be recog¬ 
nized in any specific case as being either matrilineal or patrilineal. 

' .Ari'i TaiiTni:l, p. 1^1. 

“ Gill, Afvifci, pp. 36 sq. Cf. GUI, p. 136: S-P.N.G. 0. 14. 

* Gill, p. 14. I Gill* Myifti, p. 37 
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Gill says that throughout the isiauds of the Hervey group it 
was common for chiefs to marry slaves^ and the children 
inherited the status and property of their fatherThen again 
he says—I am not sure whether he is speaking of the group or 
only of Mangaia—that the pet daughter of a chief often 
married into an inferior or fallen tribe, the parent intending 
thereby to sw^ell the ranks of his own warriors by the welcome 
addition of this inferior or unlucky clan^ and in times of peace 
this sennle son-in-law had to be at the beck and call of his 
father-in-law^; and again^ when a chief had only a daughter, 
and that daughter was married, by bis arrangement, to a man 
of inferior [t,e. slave) rank, the husband lived with her on the 
land given to her for their mutual support, and in all f>oints 
she ruled the household and landa^. Generally slaves [he means 
slave husbands], married into a victorious clan, were content 
to follow its fortunes, but there were exceptions to the rule. 
When dying, mothers of rank would commend their children 
to the chiefs of their own tribe, the slave fathers having no 
voice whatever concerning their own offspring* The filial 
instinct, however, often led these children to endeavour to 
restore the fallen fortunes of the father's conquered clan** 

The question arises how are we to interpret, as regards their 
combing meaning, GiU's references to **slavi^," "mferior or 
fallen tribe,'' "inferior or unlucky clan," “inferior {i.e, slave) 
rank,” “slave fathers*” A defeati^ tribe, or clan, or whatever 
else Gill may call it—he apparently uses the terms throughout 
his books as being interchangeable — was undoubtedly in a 
very unpleasant position as between itself and its conquerors; 
but the question is whether the men whom daughters of 
victorious chiefs married would presumably be chiefs, or 
middle class men, or common people, or might be either, 
1 am unable to answer this question, except by saying that, 
whilst it is unlikely that a low class man would be selected as 
a husband, 1 should not expect that a chief of any position, 
as distinguished from—say a middle class man—would, even 
if defeated, occupy the very seiwile position suggested; but I 
do not say it is impossible, and it is, I believe, a part of the 
system of matrilocal marriages generally—not associated with 
defeat in war — that the husband had to render services to his 
wifeV family; whether the question of the rank of the husband 

■ Gill.yrtlflJljrJ, p* 119 not* 3. * Gill, 5*P.iV,G- p. (Ji 

“ Ibid, p. 14. * Ibid, p* 16* 
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was or was not regarded as an important point, there seems to 
have been, so far as these war marriages were concerned, a 
custom such as might be associated w'lth matrilinea] descent; 
and the position of the husband after the marriage would, as I 
understand the rnatter, be so also, 1 do not, however, think 
that we should jump to any general conclusions on the subject 
of descent merely from these customs, based upon victory and 
defeat tn i^'ar. 

Moss does not suggest that he is referring to marriages be¬ 
tween women of victorious tribes and men whose tribes had 
been defeated when he says that in Rarotonga, if a daughter 
married, she entered her husband's family if of the same island ; 
but if the husband was of a different island he might be taken 
into the wife's family during her life, and would be allowed to 
remain there after her death if she had so directed in her life¬ 
time*. WTiatever Moss may mean by a different island, in 
speaking of Rarotonga, his point may be broadly that the 
husband might come to the wife's family if he was a stranger; 
and this might perhaps be interpreted as meaning that he 
could do so if the marriage was regarded by the people as 
being exogamous. May we not then regard this pracdce as 
having perhaps been based on a system of matrilineal descent? 

MARQUESAS 

Des Vergnes, after describing a very extensive system of 
adoption in the Marquesas, by which children passed out of 
the custody of their parents, and went to a third person, 
generally—he says—a stranger-, telb us that the child would, 
later on, know quite svell who his real mother was®. Then 
again he says that this transfer of a child from one family to 
another which became his, did not prevent the natives from 
recognizing their brothers and sisters, but in this case it was a 
question of those bom of the same mother. The father hardly 
counted, and for good reason, in the real family life. He was 
only named with a certain hesitation, and with the use of this 
corrective, “ My mother had me when she was with so and so” ^ 
Von den Stcinen, after referring to the endless genealogies of 
the Marquesans^, saj^ that the list of ancestors was called 

^ Mosi, vtjL in, p, 13. 

* VcrRTscfl, flJtf.G* wqI, ui, pp. 71419. 

* Iota, p. 716, 

^ Vofi den Steinen, V.G£, vol. 3cxv, p.. 502. 
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and teDs us that the genuine mata was always that of the 
mother, and was called “inner,” “ bodily/’ If the last daughter 
was childless, the mata died out, and it also naturally came to 
an end when there were yet sons together with the last childless 
daughterly 

I should not aUach much importance to des Vergnes’s state¬ 
ment, taken by itself; but that of von den Steinen indicates 
that, whatever may have been the Marquesan ^lews of descent, 
it was only the matrilineal line that was recorded in the 
“genuine” mata. Matrimonial matters cannot be discussed 
here; but I will quote shortly a few statements which explain 
the “ good reason “ for not counting the father in the real 
family life. It was rare for a man to have more than one wife, 
but there was not a woman who did not belong to several men 
at the same time, with the consent of the nominal husband. 
The person who shared the wife was generally a brother, a 
relation or a friend, and sometimes there were several of them^. 
In rich families every woman had two husbands, of whom one 
might be called the assistant husband; and the latter, when the 
other w^as at borne, was nothing more than the head sen-'ant of 
the house, but in case of absence, exercised all the rights of 
matrimony®. The daughter of a chief, inheriting titles and rank, 
might take several consorts, of whom one was superior to the 
rest"*. Some women had several husbands^* A w^oman chose 
a man who would be her husband for a more or less limited 
time; it was she vrho enjoyed the privileges of the harem 
Immediately a man married, he acauired marital rights over 
all the sisters of his wife, which did not prevent them them¬ 
selves from marrying also; and all the brothers of a husband 
acquired the right to use his wife^. I could quote several other 
statements to an effect the same as, or similar to, one or other of 
those given above; but I think the latter are sufficient to indicate 
the extreme difficulty with vvhich an effort to establish the 
paternity of a child must have been attended. 

It seems to me that the evidence points, not only to the 
survival of an archaic system of matrilineal descent in a con¬ 
dition of decay, but to actual continuing social customs some- 

^ Tb\d. p. 5^, 

' Du Pttit-ThoUHra, vol. ii, p. 360. 

" Lisumsk}', p, S31, Severs! otljer writera refer to this cuitofri* 

* Mathiaa, pp. ioziq. * RAdiguet, voL xxtii, p. 613. 
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what similar in character to those in w*hich matrilincaJ descent 
is generally supposed to have had its origin, 

ROTUMA 

In Rotuma the husband very generally, though by no means 
universally, came to live with "his wife, the children belonging 
to her. This, like adoption, was a method of recruiting the 
hoang^. It was the du^ of a girl to attract a man who w'ould 
enter her koang\ but in cases of great chiefs, or owners of 
family names, or when men belonged to a rich hoaug, the girl 
would enter his hoatig^. When a wife died in the homig^ if the 
husband did not belong to it, as the corpse was carried out 
through one door of the house, he was pushed out of another, 
signifying that he had no right to it^* This seems to point to a 
system of matrilocal marriage, such as is commonly associated 
with matrilineal descent. 


NIUE 

Thomson sa^ of the inhabitants of Niue that the people 
seemed to be in a transition state behveen partiarchy and 
matriarchy. A grown son succeeded to his father's house and 
land; but daughters appeared to have greater claims upon their 
maternal uncle* Though these claims were universally recog¬ 
nized, there was nothing approaching the right of the Fijian 
vasti^. In this case the son, though he succeeded to his father's 
house and land, which means that he succeeded to the title, 
would, under matrilineal descent, have just as great a claim 
against his mother's brother as w^ould his sisters; but this 
succession to the paternal title might well so far identify him 
with his father's family as to make his relationship to the 
maternal uncle less noticeable than that of his sisters, and 
perhaps his brothers, if he had any* 

TOKELAU 

Lister w^ told that in the island of Fakaofo a man went to 
live with his wife's people** 

* Gardiner, vol. xxvii* p. 4B5. 

* Thomion, voL xxxi, p. 143. Cf. Thomson, SJ. p. 136* 
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ELLICE ISLANDS 

There is no dir^ evidence on the question of nuatrilineal 
descent in the Ellice Islands. Hedley says that in Funafuti 
matriarchal rule prevailed over patriarchal ^ a statement which, 
taken by itself, may have more than one meaning; but he adds 
that a bridegroom left his father’s house to join his wife’s 
family, sometimes two sisters and their husbands sharing a hut*, 
and Mrs David says it was the custom for a daughter and her 
husband to live with her mother until the combined families 
became too large for the hut, when they were separated*. 

BUKABUKA 

There is a solitary statement that in Bukabuka or Danger 
Island people reckoned their “ descent ” from the mother’s side^. 
Probably uie word adopted was used with the meaning which 
I am giving to it; but even if used with the meaning of my 
“succession,” this w'ould pioint to descent. 

MELANESIAN ISLANDS 

I have among my notes a few scattered references which 
suggest matrilineal descent in some of the islands, whose people 
were more or less Polynesian, in Melanesia; but it does not 
seem necessary to introduce these here. 

* Hedley, p. 53. » Ibid. 

• Mrs David, p. 167. * yj*S. vol. xiii, p. 173. 
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EXOGAMY 

PRELIMINARY 

I PROPOSE to introduce into the discussion of exogamy 
evidence which evidently^ or possibly, merely points to 
regulations or customs intended to avoid incest, or based upon 
questions of convenience* because it is in some cases dilficiilt* 
and even impossible* to say under which category' must be 
placed the practice to which the e^'idence apparently points. 

I presume that the prevalence of a classincatory system of 
relationship in Polynesia ts presumptive evidence of exogamy 
in the past^ 

SAMOA 

Turner says that considerable care was taken to prevent any 
union between near relatives; so much so that a list of what 
they deemed improper marriages would almost compare with 
the “ Table of kindred and affinity.” Custom and the gods had, 
of old, frowned upon the union or those in whom consanguinity 
could be closely traced. Few had the hardihood to run in the 
face of superstition; but if they did* and their children died at 
a premature age, it was sure to be traced to the anger of the 
household god on account of the forbidden marriage*. Brown 
differentiates between family life in Samoa and in Melanesia; 
but saj'S it is not difficult to mark the survival of the old 
Melanesian conditions in the family life of modern Polynesians. 
In Samoa, so far as he know's, w'e have only the traces of the 
old exogamous dirisions and matriarchal decent; but it is in 
his opinion certain that they had existed in the past®. The only 
matter to which he refers as evidence of a past system of 
exogamy is the semi-sacred character of the relationship of the 
sister and her family to her brother and her brother's children^. 
There is some detailed evidence as to Samoan matrimonial 
restrictions. Schultz* speaking of impediments based on rela- 

* Cf. Fmzerj T, and E. ™L fi* p. 17S. 

* Turner* p, gi. Cf. EJla, AJi.A.S. voj, iv* p. 628. 

• Brown, p. 3g. * Ibid. pp. 40 iq. 
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tionship, says that the dcCTee was not fixed. If the common 
origin lay so far back that the relationship was almost forgotten, 
the marriage was no longer regarded as illegal. “The reason 
of the impediment is on account of the holiness of the relation¬ 
ship of brother to sister, which was feangainga^ or also ilamuiUy 
ana affects the issue of both sides; on the other side, the 
opinion that brothers and their issue, likewise sisters and theirs, 
should be regarded as one body (tino e tasty Then he says 
that “ marriage is forbidden (a) between the wife’s brother and 
the husband’s sister when the man and his wife are dead, or 
finally separated, and leave no children. If there are children, 
they are regarded as brothers and sisters of their father’s sister 
or their mother’s brother, and thus form again by the Jeangainga 
an impediment, their uncle and their aunt. For a like reason, 
marriage is forbidden iJb) benveen the descendants of a wife’s 
brother and those of her husband’s sister. If, however, the 
marriage forming the impediment was so long before that the 
relationship is dmost forgotten, marriage is allowed in this 
case also, (c) Between husband’s brother and wife’s sister. 
Whilst the impediments just mentioned [I imamne he means 
(a) and (6)] resemble impedimenta diximentia of the canonical 
terminology, this one can be described as impedimens tantum 
in Samoan: e te matua w, ‘a e te onomea — (“It is not strictly 
forbidden but is not regarded as right”). The reason is that 
brothers and likewise sisters are tino e tasi. The impediment 
exists only so long as the marriage exists. Even by continuance 
of marriage it lapses if there are no children by it, and both 
families agree to it. The intention is that the childless pair 
shall adopt the expected children. The reverse of this takes 
place when the deceased husband’s brother marries the de¬ 
ceased wife’s sister for the purpose of adopting the orphans. 
The widower may many his deceased wife’s sister; the widow 
her deceased husband’s brother. Both cases often occur at the 
wish of the d)ing parent in order to secure loving treatment 
for the children. Such wishes do not constitute a command, 
although often complied with from superstitious reasons”^. 

According to von Billow, marriage betw’een relatives w'as 
regarded as a violation of Samoan usage. Such a breach was 
not punished by the village community, but it was so by the 

* Schulu, vol. XX, p. 49. The portion given in inverted comnuifl, 

which seems in part incomplete, b quoted correctly as worded. 

• Ibid, pp. 49 sq. 
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families concerned; the man would be excluded from the family 
cornmunitj' for ever, or until he dissolved the marriage, and 
dunng the period of his excommunication he would lose the 
protection of the family, the right of inheritance, and the right 
to use the land of the family and its products; the girl lost the 
right to her sanga, or dowry of fine mats. They regarded as 
relations the family relations of all the families that bore the 
^me name; the relations of the father; of the wives of the 
father; the children, brought in mamage, of the parents by 
other marriages and their relations; the family relations of the 
bondsmen, if there were any, as for instance families which 
were united in alliance with the father through voluntary' con¬ 
tract, or were under his protection. It was bem^ed that children 
born of marriages benveen relations were possessed of peculiar 
physical spiritual qualitiesh 
A^ording to Stuebel, a man might not marry the daughter 
of his^ father s sisterj for they haa the same descent on the 
rather s and mother s side and were called brother and sister 
TWs statement, however, is evidently only a detail Ta S 
Wider restriction; because Stuebel, referring to the specific 
example of the children of one of the iMalletoa, savs that a man 
might not marry the daughter of either his father’s brother or 
sister; nor the daughter of the son of his father's brother; nor 
the daughter of a son of a distant agnate of his grandfather. 
Referring to this example, he says that the same custom held 
good for all families of chiefs, tulsfah and other people in 
Samoa. Marriages within a family \rithin the number of 
mamed or unmamed members of the family of all age-classes, 
reco^izing a common head of the family) were held to be 
unsafe, even when the blood relationship rvas only quite distant. 
He says that the danger extended to persons related to each 
other m the fourth degree, and that no distinction was made 
between true and adopted children. If a boy and girl, children 
of the same parents, had sexual intercourse, the father would 
declare to them the punishment that awaited them; the son 
would have no posterity and the daughter would be unfruitful 
and homeless. This prophecy would certainIv be fulfilled. The 
son would know all his life that if he married and had a child 
the latter would not develop and be strong, and would certainly 
die m chiIdho<^; the daughter would know that she would be 
childless, would live ancf die among strangers, unloved by 

* Voo nalflw, Giotna, to|. ijaiir, pp, 185 tq^ 
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other girJsi and not see her own family again', Stuebel also 
makes a curious statement. He refers to the custom for children 
of daughters to ]ive in the family of either the mother or the 
father; and adds that only in the latter case was a marriage 
with members of the family belonging to the maternal grand' 
father considered safe^* 

Thomson says that not only was marriage with cousins- 
germain forbidden; but the descendants of a brother and 
sister respectively, who in Fiji would be expected to marry, 
were in Samoa and Rotuma regarded as being within the 
forbidden degrees, so long as their common origin could be 
remembered®. 

It will be seen that, if we exclude Schuitz’s statements and 
perhaps the last quoted statement by Stuebel, all the evidence 
points to the spreading of the family net, within which matri¬ 
monial alliances were prohibited, vei^^ widely* Whatever may 
have been the extent to which matrilmeal descent had held its 
own against patrilineal succession as regarded certain matters, 
the conception of the family or related group, within which 
marriages were not allowed, showed no dear distinction be¬ 
tween relatives on the fathcr^s side and those on the side of 
the mother, both classes being possibly included in it. We must* 
how'ever, consider the evidence which, in making this comment, 
I have excluded* 

Schultz is not quite clear. If we read by itself the first 
portion of the part of his statement first quoted by me in 
mverted commas, we should, I imagine, have to interpret it as 
meaning, not merely that first cousins and their issue might 
not naarry, but that the restriction applied more especially to 
cross-cousins and their issue. As to this I may point out that, 
though we can understand that an enlargement, for the pur¬ 
pose of matrimonial restriction* might cause it so to extend 
as to include cross-cousins, as well as the children of two 
brothers, or two sisters, there seems no reason, other than that 
given of an extension to subsequent generations of the special 
sanctity of the brother and sister relationship, why it snould 
apply fecially to cross-cousins, as distinguished from the 
others* Then Schultz’s statement '* on the other side, the opinion 
that brothers and their issue, likewise sisters and theirs, should 
be regarded as one body (tirjo e last)," seems to be intended to 

' Stuebel, pp. iiS ‘ Ibid^ p* tiS noUw 

® Thomson, Jf.AJ. vol. xxiv, p, J79* 
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refer to an idea regarded by the writer as being more or less 
inconsistent with, or ddFerent from, what he has said before'; 
and if this is so, a reasonable expianation of it would be chat 
there was an opinion that the brothers were one body, whose 
children could not many^, and sisters were another body, 
whose children could not marry, whilst, presumably, the 
rptriction would not apply to the children of a brother and 
sister, I am substituting the word “children” for “issue”; aa 
the latter includes the former, though it carries the matter to 
subsequent generadons, and Schulu evidently uses it with tlu's 
extended meaning, I must point out that, if we regard this 
matter as associated with the underlying idea upon which the 
distinction between cross-cousins and other first cousins is 
based, the extension of the distinction between these two 
classes of cousins to their descendants involves an inaccuracy 
or confusion of idea, 1 tiiink, however, the probable explana¬ 
tion of this is that the Samoans, recognizing an original 
distinction, had a general idea that it would pass to all the 
descendants of the respective ancestors, being unable to see 
the logical fallacy which this involved. As to this I may point 
out that we have seen, in discussing rnatrilineal descent, 
how in Samoa descendants of brothers and sisters appear to 
have been for generations specially identified for purposes 
other than intermarriage with their respective male and female 
ancestors. This same inconsistency will be seen in the reported 
customs of some of the other islands; and I will not repeat my 
suggested explanation, though it will apply to them also. 
Passing to Schultz^s statements as to marriage restrictions 
relating to sisters and brothers of husbands and \vives, I point 
out, ^ regards his case {<i) that, if the husband and wife were 
peimi^ible spouses, according to rules of relationship or clan¬ 
ship, his sister and her brother would be so also; and the children 
could marry his sister, but not her brother, if descent were 
rnatrilineal, or her brother and not his sister, if it were patri¬ 
lineal. Schultz says the children were regarded as brothers and 
sisters of their father*s sister or their mother's brother, meaning, 

1 think, that the marriage impediment w'ould apply to one or 
other of these two, that it might be either, but that it w^ould 
not be both. This would, setting aside the apparent confusion 

^ If he had said "on the other hand there this would have been hi» 

obvious meting; and the difference in wording may wtU be due ttftthc fact 
that the artl^^lc haa been imnaLited from tbc German. ^ 
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of two generations, be quite consistent with the custom, to 
which I have already referred, for children to be regarded as 
belonging sonictimes to the father, and sometimes to the 
mother, and, indeed, any detailed evidence of the character 
which we are considering, which does not take this element 
into consideration, is apt to be confusing and misleading. I 
point out, however, that this involves, as regards marriage, a 
differentiation as between paternal and maternal relations. The 
conditional character of the marriage prohibition between the 
wife’s brother and husband’s sister, who would, according to 
rules of relationship or clanship, be permissible spouses, is not 
cither cle^ly stated or explained; but I think Schultz’s probable 
meaning is tlut, so long ^ there was a possibility of the husband 
and wife having and leaving children, her brother and his sister 
could marry, but otherwise they could not do so. The explana¬ 
tion may well be similar to that appe^g later—namely that if 
the husband and wife left children, his sister and her brother (in 
the other case his brother and her sister) could, if married, 
adopt them. Case (A) cannot be discussed from the point of 
view of rules of relationship or clanship, because we cannot 
say to what family any particular generation of children would 
belong. It seems to amount to this—that recognizing that the 
wife s brother and husband’s sister could not marry, except 
imder certain circumstances, there was a general idea of rela¬ 
tionship be^een them, which extended to their descendants 
until the original relationship was forgotten. Case (c) refers to 
r^triction against marriage between the husband’s brother and 
wife’s sister, who also would, according to rules of relationship 
or clanship, ^ permissible spouses. This also was condition^ 
and here again the condition is based, apparently, on a question 
of convenience, the idea being that if the husband and wife had 
• no children, his brother and her sister should provide a family 
adopt; or that the brother and sister should, if 
the husband and wife had children, be able to adopt th^ 
children. ^ 

The main interest of Schultz’s evidence, which is somewhat 
confusing, seems to be that it does appear to show, or at least 
sugg^t, ^me continued differentiation for the purpose of 
matrimonial regulations, between a person’s paternal and 
maternal relatives; whilst, on the other hand, it discloses rules 
which ^n only be associated with an extension of the marriage 
restrictions to a wide circle, and indicates circumstances under 
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which some restrictions could be removed on grounds of con¬ 
venience in connection Vpith children. ^ 

I shall refer later on to Stuebers statement that it was only 
when the children of a marriage lived with the fai^y of their 
father that a marriage wath the family belonging to the maternal 
grandfather was considered safe. 

Frazer, in dealing with the question of exogamy (not speci¬ 
ally in connection with Polynesia) ^ys that it forms no part of 
true totemism, being a great social reform of a much later 
date. He discusses the matter in connection with an Australian 
system, under which each tribe was divided into tw'o exogamous 
halves, marrying into each other, and these halves were at a 
later time again subdivided so as to form four exogamous 
quarters, and perhaps again into eight exo^mous sections; 

he contends that these processes of division and sub- 
divbion, with an increasingly complicated rule of descent have 
every appearance of being artificial, and that they were dchber- 
atelv devised and adopted as a means of preventing incest . 
He discusses the origin of the prohibition of incestuous unions, 
and attributes it to a belief that they were injunous to the 
persons who engaged in them, and not to moral lostii^ or a 
fear of some evil which they would entai! upon the offspring 
they produced. Then he says; "Thus the ultimate origin ot 
exogamy, and with it of the law of incest—since exogamy was 
devised to prevent incest—remains a problem nearly as dark 
as ever”*. I do not know whether Fraser’s view of the origin 
of exogamy, including the artificial character of the Australian 
system,has been generally accepted by ethnologists; but in any 
<ise we should have to admit that in their pracucal rwults rules 
of exogamy and against incest would run very much in the same 
direction so far as one moiety of the blood relatives were con¬ 
cerned,and it appears to me that it mjght not alwaj^be very easy, 
in coii.sidermg the evidence, to distiriguish between them. 

If we w told that persons of certain specific degrees ot 
relationship might not marry, this 1% I gather, a question of 
incest. But if the statement is that a man might not marry a 
woman loosely described as of his own family or social CTOup 
or clan, it seems to become a question of what the evidence 
means. Let us assume for the purpose of discussion that my 
views as to social grouping are correct ; chat each of the ^ee 
principal divisions of Up(3u was in the main, or pnmanly, a 

* FfKcr, r. and E. vol. r, pp. 162 * Ibid. pp. iH jq* 
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great related social group j at the head of which was its king, 
who bore the title of the group; that in each of these diT-isiona 
there were a number of minor areas, say districts or village 
districts, forming related sub-groups of a similar character; 
that these were again subdivided into villages, forming related 
sub-sub-groups, and the latter into domestic families in the 
way described in the chapter on “ Social and local grouping*’; 
and that each related social group or aub-^oup, and so on doi^- 
ward, though a part of a larger one, had its re<^gni2ed identity, 
and possessed its official head, the bearer of its title or name* 
Marriages between members of the same domestic family, or 
other relatively small social group, would generally come within 
laws against incest; but, as the groups became larger, this 
probability would diminish; and if restrictions prevailed against 
marrying any woman who was a co-member of a group which 
was so large that most or many w-omen of that group would 
probably or almost certainly be outside the deuces of relation* 
ship affected by the law of incest, the matter is not so simple. 

We have seen that von Biilow treats the restrictive regulations 
as having applied as bemeen families that **bore the same 
name/* whilst Stuebel defines them as families recognizing a 
common head*** 1 think these two statements are merely 
different ways of expressing the same thing; as a family or 
other social group had its group name, and the head of the 
group was the person who bore that name by virtue of his 
posifaon. Unfortunately, however, these definitive distinctions 
do not tell us how far the restrictive net extended; for a large 
social group would have its name or title, held by its recognized 
head, and each of the sub-groups, composing the larger group, 
would have its name, held by its head — and so on downwardk. 
These groups, great and small, were what writers speak of 
somewhat indtscriminately as “families/’ “clans/'/'tribes/' 
etc., and according to my interpretation of the evidence on 
social grouping, they w'ere, speaMng generally, the occupants 
of districts, village districts, villages, and domestic households* 
The effect of the evidence might therefore be that the restriction 
applied only as between the members of a small sub-group, 
all of whom would probably be near blood relations, or it 
might be that it applied as between members of a group so 
large that it might be assumed that the relationship between 
many of its members would be very distant* 

It follows therefore that we cannot always say whether the 
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evidence points to mere rules against incest^ or whether it also 
indicates a system of group separation for matrimonial purpos^ 
the character of which went beyond what was necessary for the 
avoidance of incest; and m the latter the question anses 
what interpretation is to be put upon it. We are not d^ing 
with a dual organiMion comparable with that of Australia, to 
which Frazer refers, or with the dual exogamons I’ojc sy-stera 
of Fiji described by Hocart^ which seems to have been, in 
modem times at all events, quite distinct from their system of 
division into matanggali, or clans, which, in the case to which 
he refers, were not exogamous“; but it does not* 1 imagine, 
follow that we are not dealing with a system of group exogamy, 
or which has had its origin in exogamy. 

It seems clear that the question was not simply one ot what 
we should call blood relationship. I refer as to this to von 
Bulow's statement that the law against intermarriage with rela¬ 
tions included within its scope relations of bondsmen, such as 
families united in alliance with the father through volunt^ 
contract or under his protection, and StuebeFs statement that 
the family, within which intermarriages might not take place, 
included adopted children. These p^eople would be, in a grater 
or less degree, members of the family or social group by virtue 
of the fictitious bonds of kinship by which groups were con¬ 
nected in Samoa; but they' might be absolute stranger m 
blood to the rest of the family. The answer to this may, how¬ 
ever, be that the recognition of fictitious bonds of kinship 
would perhaps enlarge the conception of kinship even as re¬ 
gards questions of incest; but this is a subject which I am not 
qualified to discuss. 

Some light is, however* thrown on the matter by the system, 
referred to by Stuebcl, under which, if the children of a marriage 
lived w*ith the family of their mother, marriage with members of 
the family belonging to the maternal pandfather was considered 
unsafe, whilst if they lived with the family of their father it was 
safe. It is clear that, so far as incest was concerned, the matn- 
monial impediment would not be removed simply by going to 
live with another family. I propose to quote with reference to this 
subject a paragraph by Frazer. “ From the foregoing sun'cy 
of totemism and exogamy in south-eastern AustrJb it may be 
seen how diversified are the social systems which have been 
based on these mo principles. In some tribes we find the 

* Hocart, Mim, voL xiv, p. a. " Ibid. vol. XV, p. 7- 
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simple two-ckss system, in others the more complex four-class 
system, while in others, again, the system of exogamous claves 
has vanished or left only faint traces behind. In some tribes 
there is male descent; in others there is female descent. In 
some tribes the totem clans are well developed and dearly 
defined; in others they are decadent or almost, if not wholly, 
obliterated. On the wfiole, the extinction of the class system is 
most marked among the tribes of the coast, who, retaining the 
prindple of exogamy, have applied it to local districts instead 
of to kinship groups, or rather, perh^s, have identified the 
local groups with me kinship groups. The chief factor in this 
conversion of kinship exogamy into local exogamy has been 
the adoption of paternal in preference to irmternal descent; 
for where the men remain in the same district, and transmit 
their family names unchanged from generation to j^eneration, 
while the names of the wives whom they import trom other 
districts die out with their owners, the result is to make the 
kinship group, indicated by the possession of a common heredi¬ 
tary name, coincide more or less exactly with the local group, 
and thus the prindple of class or kinship exogamy tends to 
pass gradually and almost insensibly into the principle of local 
exogamy”h 

Now Frazer is, 1 think, contemplating a gradual process of 
social evolution, and not the specific case of a single family, 
such as that with which we are now dealing; but it seems to 
me that our facts, considered in the light of his comments, are 
interesting. The children of the Samoan marriage, had they 
remained with their mother*s people, would probably haveb^n 
regarded as being more especially members of her social or kin¬ 
ship group, and would have been preventedfrom marrying some, 
at all events, of her relations by rules of incest, and also by rul^ 
of group exogamy, if such prevailed. Pheir removal to their 
father^s people left the question of incest unchanged; but they 
were deemed to have passed to another group, bearing (see 
von Billow) another name, and recognizing (see Stuebel) another 
common head, and so had become, as it were, absorbed into that 
group. Consequently they might, notwithstanding the quption 
of incest, intermarry with their mother^s people. The children 
might, as we have seen, be regarded as belonging to the social 
group of either their mother or their father; and the fact of 
their remaining with their mother's people would be consistent 

^ Frucr, T*. anJ E* vol. i, p. S**?- 
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with* and would tend to accentuate, the former idea» whilst 
their removal to their father's people would accentuate, and 
perhaps even lead to, the latter. Possibly the case we are 
considering may be an example of an initial step in the gradual 
development of a s}'stem of local exogamy such as that to 
which Fra3er refers, and the presence of which system in 
Samoa would be consistent ivith a possible construction to be 
put upon some of the general evidence^. 

According to Schultz's information, as interpreted by me, 
there was an opinion that, whilst the children of two brothers 
or two sisters might not marry', cross-cousins could do so. 
Both Stuebel and Thomson say cross-cousins could not marry. 
If, as we may reasonably believe, m view of the state of transi¬ 
tion as regards questions of relationship through w hich Samoa 
seems to have been passing, the customs as to marriage diifered 
in different parts of the island, it may well be that each of 
these winters correctly records a custom as reported to him in 
the locality where he obtained his information* though I think 
that the practice alleged by Stuebel and Thomson was probably, 
at the times when they wrote, the more usual one. If, as we 
have seen, the right to succession could be disputed between 
tw'o persons, of w horn one based his claim on the ground that 
he was the son of the sister of the late chief, **a right ’which 
was still recognized in some parts of Samoa,'' whilst the other 
claimed as son of the late chief, duly named by him in dying, 
then there may well have been differences of custom in marriage 
reflations in different districts of Samoa, and even doubts with 
reference to them in any one district. Moreover a differentiation 
such as Schultz apparently reports is not a thing that could well 
have been invented [ it must have been told him by some one 
who knew’ of its existence somew'here, 

if we assume that this differentiation was recognized, even 
though it may have been so only partially, and that there waa 
also, again even if only partial, a recognition of a differentia¬ 
tion in the law's of marriage of people, depending, not merely 
upon closeness of consanguinity, but upon the local groups 
among whom they lived, we are, I imagine, entitled to believe 
that exogamy in some form or other, or practices based on 
exogamy, pre\^iled, at least in a limited degree, in Samoa. The 

^ In Fyi » vv-ornan who mamed into a stiaTnner tribe honound the totems of 
the tribe wheft jhe wm, ind also those of her own tribe. But her chDdren would 
only honour die toteius of the trihe of their father, cin/jfjf (my italics) Jfity luent 
to maetl in Me tribt ^ thdr mother (de Marzan, Anihrpp. vol. ll, p. 403). 
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extent to which the local restriction might be confined to the 
members of a family, living, say in a village, or extended to Ae 
members of Uvo related families, living, say, in two adjoining 
villages of a village district (I am using these terms with my 
original defined meaning^, or even extended still more widely, 
is a question which, for lack of information, we ^e unable to 
discuss; nor indeed do I imagine that the rule is capable of 
definition — it would probably depend in each case more or less 
on the degree of intimacy of relationship. As regards the 
specific practice referred to by Stuebel, there can be no doubt 
tnat the development of the rights of the father had to a very 
large extent swept away, or thrown into the background, those 
of the mother. The family or relationship bond which would 
unite a social group with its chief or other head, which was also 
a local group by virtue of occupation of a specific area, and 
separate it from another socio-local group, would be mainly 
patrilineal, because succession to the family title or name was 
so. In that case rules as to intermarriage might become largely 
lo^ in character — that is, a man would be told ^t he should 
marry a woman of another village, or village district, or district, 
as the case ought be; and the fundamental principles of incest 
and exogamy might be to a large extent forgotten, as between 
these two groups. 

I may say that the evidence as to the practices connected 
with courtship and betrothal, and the ceremonies of marriage, 
and what occurred afterwards, points to a common custom for 
a man to seek a wnfe in another village or district, or whatever 
else it may be called, than his own, and this practice may 
possibly be associated with the social evolution,^referred to by 
Frazer, under which people, ** retaining ^e principle of exo¬ 
gamy, have applied it to local districts, instead of to kinship 
groups, or ratner perhaps have identified the local groups vrith 
the kinship groups.** An admittedly common reason^for seeking 
a bride elsewhere was the desire of the bridegr(wm*s family to 
secure a valuable ally, bound to it by matrimonial connection; 
and this motive involves the supposition that the two families 
would not already be closely connected. 

TONGA 

We know very little of the matrimonial restrictions of Tonga, 
from the point of view either of incest or of group exogamy. 
Thomson, who uses the term “ concubitant ** to represent the 
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matrimonial relationship between cross-cousins^, after referring 
to the Samoan practice, concerning which I have already q uoted 
him, forbidding marriage not only between cousins-germain, 
but between the descendants of a brother and sister, so long 
as the common origin could be remembered, says that in Tonga 
a trace of a custom of concubitous marriage could be detected. 
The union of the grandchildren (and occasionally even of the 
children) of a brother and sister w'as there regarded as a fit and 
proper custom for the superior chiefs, but not for the common 
people, A sister’s children, other things being equal, ranked 
above a brother’s, and concubitous rights were vested in the 
sister’s grandchild, especially if a female, and her parents might 
send for her male cousin to be her takalfala (lit. bed-maker) or 
consort, though the practice was never sufficiently general to 
be called a national custom. Treating this, apparently, as totally 
different from the practice uf other Polynesian people, he 
suggests that it originated in the desire of the chiefs, more 
autocratic in Tonga than elsewhere, to presence their divine 
blood, by intermarriage among themselves, so as to avoid con¬ 
tamination by alliances with their subjects*. I gather from this 
that intermarriage between cousins whose parents were two 
brothers or two sisters was not allowed, and it was only as 
regards cross-cousins that it was sometimes permitted. I should 
imagine that the distinction between the two classes of cousins 
was older than Thomson seems to imply, and was in fact a sur¬ 
vival or revival of an original differentiation which had become 
lostmarelativelyrcccntw'idening out of the limits of prohibition. 
But even if he is right as to the motives of the chiefs, there is 
something more to said about the matter. Why shouid the 
chiefs, in order to promote marriages within their own families, 
permit intermarriage as between cross-cousins or their re¬ 
spective children and not others? It seems reasonable to believe 
tnat they w^ere following a line of least resistance, and were 
acting in recognition of ideas and customs that had prevailed in 
the past. The approval of marriages between the children of 
the cross-cousins more generally than as between the cousins 
themselves would probably be based upon the fact that their 
kinship was not so close. Therefore, w hichever way we interpret 
the facts as given by him, they seem to point to a past system 
of, or of the character of, exogamy. 


* Thomson, 7.^4 vd. mv, p* 373. 
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The information from the Society Islands also is very scanty. 
Moerenhout says that marriages between near relations were 
not common; they were repugnant to the natives^ and only 
took place when political interest made them absolutely neces- 
sary'. Persons or near kin could not intermarry^* According 
to de Bo vis ^ the principal obstacles in the way of marriage ^vere 
inequalities of rank and ties of relationship* Sometimes the 
first were surmountedt but never the second^ and the pro¬ 
hibition extended much beyond the degrees authorized by us* 
One cannot conceive an idea of the horror with which marriage 
contracted beUveen near relations inspired the people^. There 
is nothing in these statements that takes the matter beyond 
what might be simply a question of incest, nor can I find any 
material indicating that it was, or might be, one of groups* 
There is, however, an interesting example of marriages be¬ 
tween cross-cousins, which I \riIJ show by a genealogical table. 

' Pomare 1 = Iddeah (^) Motuarial ?=» Aimu (?) 



Mahaa f 


Pomarc 11 


T*hja (?) 


Tcma (9) 


The Motuaria Mahau and his wife and daughter, whose 
names appear at both ends of the table are the same persons, 
and I introduce them twice for the purpose of showing the 
double relationship of these people with the Pomares* The 
whole of this table, except that part w^hich links Pomare I with 
Auau as brother and sister, is taken from one of Ari'i Taimai's 
tables’* and is confirmed incidentally by other w'riters, and 1 
have no doubt as to its accuracy. Pomare I and Auau are 
referred to as brother and sister, apparently by the same father, 
in diary entries made by the missionaries of the London Mis¬ 
sionary Society in 1799, in i8oz, and in another ye^, of which 
1 have not kept a note*, from which we must, I think, assume 
that they were clear on the point, and we have confirmation 
of the fact that they were brother and sister from Turnbull* 
and from Vancouver^. Now Pomare II married Tetua*; so 

' Moertnhout, v<^. ii, p* *7* * TjflMfj. vol. ti, p* ^63* 

■ Dc Bovia, pp. istf ii}. * ArTi TaiiE«i, p, 76* 

■ TVon*. vol. 1, pp* M2, 171; voL n, p> 132- 

■ TumbuU* p. 320. ^ Vancouver, yoL 1* pp. 139, 141, 

■ Ari'i TtiiMJ, p* 7^. (I could other reference# for this wcU-knawn fact.) 






13a EXOGAMY 

there was a double cross-cousin marriage» for she was the 
daughter both of his mother*3 brother and of his fathersister. 
I may say also that his brother married her sister^, which would 
be another example of the same thing. This is obviously not a 
custom which can be proved by giving a single example, or 
even a fewj but it is difficult to imagine that th^e marriages 
w'ould have occurred if they had involved acts in violation of an 
insurmountable barrier, and which w^ere regarded with the horror 
to which dc Bo\is refers, and if they did not do so, the inference 
is that cross-cousins were not necessarily included among the 
relatives, marriages between whom were such a violation or 
induced this sense of horror. I only give the evidence, however, 
for w'hat it is worth. We are told of a lady who was with a 
chief for a short time, but had to leave him because they were 
first cousins, and the relatives of both sides did not approve of 
the match but as we are not told whether they were cross- 
cousins this case does not point either one way or the other. 

I have, in discussing social grouping in the Society Islands, 
drawn attention to the inconsistency between what must have 
been the artificial character of the practice of division of areas 
into eight sections, even if the origin of the custom is to be 
associated with the cuttle-fish, and what we should expect to 
find with coincident social and local grouping. Is it conceivably 
possible that the practice had its origin in some system com¬ 
parable with that of Australia to which Frazer refers? 

HERVEY ISLANDS 

I have already referred to Gil!*s statement that the island of 
Mangaia had separate clans, each of which had its separate 
gods, customs, traditions and songs, and constituted but one 
great family* with a single head, and pledged to defend each 
other to the death. 1 have also referred to a number of specific 
groups of people, including the Ngariki or original people, who 
were divided into a few sections, and immigrant groups who, 
according to tradition, had come from Tonga and Tahiti, and 
to the wars w’hich took place betw’cen these various groups, and 
sometimes, apparently, between sections of the same group. 
Now Gill continually uses the words "clan” and "tribe” in a 
way that makes it clear that he treats them as synonymous 

* Turnbull, p. 131. Cf, L.M.S. Tram. vol. t* p. Z15, 

* Comery, Tahiti, voL iti, pp. upj^. 
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termsj refemjig to the same thing — that is, to one or other of 
these recognized disrinct groups; indeed sometimes, in speaking 
of one of the groups, he wiU, in the same paragraph, call it in 
one place a “tribe" and m another a “clan,"^ apparently to 
avoia the inelegance of terminological repetition- It is in the 
light of this practice of Ms that we must consider what he tells 
us about marriage regulations. 

Gill says that distant cousins sometimes, though rarely, 
married; but they had to be of the same generation, that Is* 
descended in the same degree—fourth, or fifth, or even more 
remotely, from the common ancestor. It was the duty of 
parents to teach their growing cMldren whom they might law¬ 
fully marry, the choice being extremely limited. The correct 
thing in the native mind undoubtedly was exogamy^. So far 
the evidence does not prove more than a law against incest; 
but Gill takes the matter further. He says a man had to select 
a wife from another tribe, it being usually regarded as a grave 
offence against the gods to many into one^s own tribe; and as 
these tribes were almost always at war, a man was often com¬ 
pelled to fight against his own relations^. Should a tribe, how¬ 
ever, be divided in war, the defeated portion was treated as an 
alien tribe, and Gill had known comparatively near relations 
marry with the approval of the elders of the victorious portion 
of the tribe, on the ground that the sanctity of the clan law 
had been wiped out in battle^* As regards this evidence, I point 
out that the tribes in question were those named social groups 
or clans of known or traditional origins the wars between w^hom 
have been referred to and tabulated m a previous chapter. Inter¬ 
marriages between members of tribes would necessarily produce 
subsequent in ter-tribal family relationships; but yet, apparently 
each group of relations would be regarded for matrimonial pur¬ 
poses as belonging to its own tribe, which would, I ima^ne, 
usually be the tribe of the father, except in the cases referred to 
on a previous page, when daughters of a rictorious tribe married 
members of a defeated tribe, and the husbands lived with their 
wives* people. The effect of division in war of a tribe is specially 
interesting, for here the question of marriage restrictions de¬ 
pended not on degrees of relationship, but upon w'hat Gill 
calls “clan law." People who could not marry ^ long as the 
tribe was all one tribe could do so w'hen it was regarded as 
having been divided into two; and the clan idea appears to 

» CiU, p. 13- ‘ Gill, p. t * GiU, SJ'JV.C. p. 13. 
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ha\*e been so strong as to enable marriages to take place between 
people who under laws of incest would not be allowed to do 
so. It seems to me that* so far as the evidence goes, we have 
here a law' against incest, and also a system which I am unable 
to distinguish from group-exogamy, to which is added the 
curious fact that marriage within a group might be allowed if, 
as the result of internal war, the group was regarded as having 
been up into two groups. 

In Rarotonga, according to Moss, polygamy was the rule, 
with much intermarrying of blood relations^; but I have found 
no other information as to this island. 


MARQUESAS 

Lisiansky says that in the Marquesas near relations were 
forbidden to marry Jar din says tnat a boy, arriving at the 
age of puberty, tries to marry either in his own tribe or in the 
neighbouring tribe^; but the interpretation to be put on this 
statement obviously depends upon the meaning with w'hich the 
word “tribe” is used. According to Tautain, in modem times 
marriage between cousins was limited to a single case. The 
children of tw'o brothers might not marry, nor the children of 
two sisters; It w'as only permitted to the children of a brother 
and sister^. As to Tautain's reference to “modem times,” I 
make a comment similar to that which I have offered con¬ 
cerning Thomson's statement about Tonga. I do not think we 
must believe that the distinction between the two classes of 
first cousins in “modem times” w'as a modem innovation; or, 
if it was so, it tvas probably a return to an old distinction that 
had been lost in a widening out of the limits of prohibition. 

Tautain also says that in noble families marriage w'as always 
preceded by a suit which might be made just as well by the 
parents of the girls as by those of the young man. If the two 
families w'ere related {apparenttes) the suit could not he declined 
[my italics], but it might be reject^ in case of non-relationship®. 
This last statement would seem to be very extraordinary, and 
difficult either to understand or believe, unless some explana¬ 
tion of it can be found, ft can hardly be that any marriage 
could be enforced by any family upon any unwilling related 
family. If, however, we resbict its application of compulsory 

^ Mo«, y-P.(?* voL lit, p. 20. • Lliii.ruilf7, p. S3. ‘ Jardui, p. 197, 

* Tautain. L^Anthro^ voL vi, p. 644. * Ibid, p. 6^. 
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assent to families related through cross-cousin marriages^ then a 
possible explanation of the matter presents itself* I may point 
out that though family relationships might be created other¬ 
wise than through marriages betw^een first cousins; the latter, 
at all events, could, according to what we have been told, only 
be cross-cousins* It is on the assumption that the family rela¬ 
tionship, which gave rise to actual inter-family matrimonial 
rights, had its origin in cross-cousin marriage that I can suggest 
a possible explanation of what would otherwise seem to be an 
anomaly* 

Thomson says that in Fiji the relationship of what he calls 
concubitants occurred between persons whose parents were 
brother and sister* The young Fijian was from his birth re¬ 
garded as the natural husband of the daughters of his fa therms 
sister and of his mother’s brother* They were bom his property 
if he desired to take them. Thomson explains the curious situa¬ 
tions that would arise if a man married a woman other than 
one of his concubitants; but he does not report any right of a 
girl or her people to demand a man of whom she w'as a con- 
cubitant^ I have already quoted his reference to a somewhat 
similar system as prevailmg in Tonga^ though there apparently 
it was usually the girFs people who laid claim to the man. 

Fison refers to me same matter. He illustrates by a series of 
tables the subject of marriageable relationship, and an examina¬ 
tion of these tables sho^vs that the people who might marry 
were, so far as the second generation was concerned, cross¬ 
cousins; he carries the matter on further to a third generation 
of the children of crosa-couslns, but I need not go into that 
part of the matter here* The people who could marry were 
called veindovoiani^. Then he says this term expressed some¬ 
thing more than is conveyed by our word " marriageable*’' It 
expressed a right and an obUgationy as well as a qualificalionf a 
right which, though over-ridden under ordinary circumstances 
by the proprietary right conferred by actual marriage or be¬ 
trothal, asserted itself dearly enough on certain ceremonial 
occasions, being strong enough on those occasions when the 
people deemed it necessary “ to revert for a time, as they say, 
to the customs of our ancestors.” Moreover the veindcrvolassi 
right involved an obligation, which could be strictly enforced, 
for persons who were veindavohmi actually to marry when the 

' Thomson, vol. xxiv, pp. 373 

* Fison, vol. xxjv, pp* 3&0-J* 
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elders agreed that they should do We thus see that in 
both Tonga and Fiji, according to Thomson, and in Fiji, 
according to Fison, the marriageable relationship between 
cross-cousins was extended so as to include rights to demand 
or order marriage and an obligation to comply. 

I think we should regard Tautain's statement concerning 
the Marquesas in the light of what we are told as to Tonga 
and Fiji, and should believe that the matrUineal rights to which 
he refers probably arose as between cross-cousins* If these 
rights extended, as Fison says they did in Fiji, to the next 
generation, after that of the cross-cousins, then the number of 
permissible spouses w'ould be increased, and it is possible that 
it was thus that Tautain came to make his statement so wide. 

If there is any possibility of an association with Frazer’s 
suggestion as to Australia of the apparently artificial division 
into eight sections of areas in the Society Islands, it may be 
that the same question might arise with reference to the 
Marquesas. 


NIUE 

In the island of Niue, according to Thomson, the children 
of tw'o brothers, or of a brother and sister, might marry without 
shocking the sentiments of the country; but the marriage of 
the offspring of two sisters was absolutely forbidden, this pro- 
hibition dating from the time when a man who married a girl 
had the right to marry all her sisters, so that it was never 
certain that children of sisters had not the same father^* The 
reason for a distinction between the case of the children of two 
brothers, or a brother and sister, put together into one category, 
and that of the children of tw'o sisters, forming another category, 
is clearly not based upon the distinction between cross-cousins 
and other first cousins, and so docs not seem to bear obviously 
upon the subject of exogamy. Eliminating the spedaJ inler- 
marriageable relationship of cross-cousins, the distinction is 
merely between the cases of two brothers and two sisters; and 
I may point out that, with nnatrilineal descent, the children of 
tw^o brothers might belong to different social groups, their 
r^pective wives being of different families, whilst those of two 
sisters would belong to the same group. It is possible that this 


'' Fison, vol. xwv, ppp 367 
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is another explanation of the matter. Smith says that marriage 
between first cousins was sometimes objected to on the ground 
of consanguinity and consequent incest'. 


ROTUMA 

In Rotuma marriage within the hoang was forbidden®. The 
hoang^ the smallest uiut, except that of the individual man, in 
the social system of the island, was, as we have seen, a con- 
sanguine family, occupying a number of houses, placed together 
and forming, if the family was large enough, a small village. 
Under these circumstances the question arises, how is the 
statement to be interpreted? It might be group exogamy. It 
might be merely a loose way of defining degrees of consan¬ 
guinity, marriage within which was regarded as incest; but it 
would only be loose, for a man of one hoang might be more 
closely related to some women of another ho<ir^ than he was 
to some of his own. A third possible alternative is that we have 
here another example of local exogamy. 

Evidence as to cross-cousin marriage is available from this 
island. According to Gardiner, marriage between first cousins 
was forbidden®, and this would include all first cousins. He, 
however, also says that a grandchild of a man and his wife 
might marry his or her hoisasingay second cousin, if he or she 
[presumably the second cousin] was descended from the seng^ 
hortij the man*3 sister, or the sengveveJiet the woman^s brother, 
but not, it was distinctly stated, if the descent was from the 
man^s brother, or the woman's sister, both of which relation¬ 
ships were expressed by the term sosongtu The interpretation 
of these statements which 1 suggest is this. There had originally 
been a distinction, for matrimoniaJ purposes, between cross¬ 
cousins, who mi|^ht marry, and other first cousins, who might 
not. The restrictive net had been extended, as it seems to have 
been in some other islands, and cross-cousin marriage had thus 
come within the limit of prohibition. As regards the next 
generation also it had been extended; but in this case, the 
persons concerned being a generation further from the common 
ancestor, and the relationship therefore not so dose, it had not 
been done so drastically, and children of cross-cousins were 


^ Smith, P- * 7 ®- 

■ Gsrdincr, XKVit, p. 47S. 
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still allowed to marry, though those of other first cousins were 
forbidden. I do not unagine that the Rotuman mind necessarily 
worked out the problem with lomcal nicety; but it would at all 
events have a general idea of degrees or relationship and of 
distinctions between paternal and maternal relationship which 
might lead it to evolve the distinctions which Gardiner records. 

Thomson’s statement that in Samoa and Rotuma the 
descendants of a brother and sister were regarded as being 
within the forbidden degrees so long as the common origin 
could be remembered, has already been quoted by me. So far 
as children of cross-cousins in Rotuma are concerned it contra¬ 
dicts Gardiner; but I think that the latter, with his special 
knowledge of the island, is the witness upon w’hom we must 
place the greater reliance. 


UVEA 

The only information I have found as to Uvea is that the 
people were never permitted to marry blood relations, whatever 
the degree of relationship might be^. 

FOTUNA 

In Fotuna consanguinity in the nearest degrees was an 
obstacle to marriage*; but I find no further information. 


EASTER ISLAND 


In Easter Island, according to Lapelin, relations did not 
marry*; but Mrs Routledge has given me more detailed in- 
formadon. She says they reckoned relationship thus: brother 
and sister were two degrees apart, first cousins were four 
degrees, second cousins six degrees, and third cousins eight 
degree, a method, I may point out, evidently based upon 
coundng from one of the related persons up to the common 
^cestor, and then down again to the other. “The only restric- 
don was that which forbade marriage” before the fourth 
generadon — that is, it only went down to and included second 
cousins; so that third cousins might marry. “There was no 
other rtttriction as to marriage within the clan nor with any 
outside its borders.” Unfortunately, Mrs Routledge’s informa¬ 
tion only reached me just as she was starting, or had started. 


AJ^JP. vol. xiii, p. 16. • Bouniin, p. 447, 

Lapelin, RM.C. vol. xxxv, p. 115 
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on her voyage to the Pacific so I had no opportunity of ques¬ 
tioning her further as to the exact meaning of the sentences I 
have quoted m inverted commas'; but the meaning might be 
either that degrees of relationship were borne in mind (up to 
a point) only as regards marriages within the district of the 
clan, but were not cor^idered in cases of marriages between 
iTiembers of tivo clans living in separate districts, or that it was 
simply a question of relationship without reference to that of 


xMrs Routledge refers in her note to “a mysterious word 
tumu, with which she wrestled long, but which she beUeved 
to mean only neighbour/* She says it was vaguely believed 
that originally one only married one’s tumu; but no such 
restnrtion existed m known times. This word tumu is evidently 
one the use of which is xvidely spread in Polynesia with various 
oripnal or denvative meanings, and I give some of these which 
1 have fleeted from tho^ appearing in Tregear’s dictionary. 
The stump of a tree (New Zealand); “a hollow place in a 
where water lodges” (Samoa); “the trunk,” “5ie root,” 
the ongin, the cause,*' “the foundation” (Tahiti)- “the 
bottom or foundation of a thing, as the bottom of a free or 
plant, but not the roots,” “the beginning of a thing,” “the 
fjroducing ^i^e, “the stumps or roots of what is cut off” 
the short hairs with the roots left after dressing a hoe ” “the 
short sti^ps left after breaking off weeds, instead of pulling 
them up (Hawai‘ 1 ); the summit,” “ the top ** (Tonga) • “ the 
root, ‘ the foundation or origin ” fMangaia); “ a root ” fkaro- 
tonga); “the trunk,” “the stem,” “a stump,” “the beginning 
»?,^ce (Marquesas); the “base,” “the foundation,^* “ori- 
pn, pnnaple, “source,” “ the trunk of a tree,” “a stump ” 
(Mangareva); “a foundation” (Paumotu). I admit that this is 
not very illuminating, but point out that the word, applied to 
the subject now under discussion, might possibly mean a human 
group, represented primarily by its main trunk family, and 
living Its common ongin or head. In that case, however we 
should expect that the tumu would represent the group of people 
into which a ^n fmght not marry. If in Easter Island/i^ 
meant neighbour, then perhaps it had been used in con¬ 
nection with some system of exogamy which had passed away. 

* Mrs Rutledge prepared for me various notes, of which this waa on#» 

extreme hurry and pressure; but, in spite of tkis 
the notes are, so far as they go, excellently clear as to almost everything. ’ 
w 11 
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PENRHYN ISLAND 

In Penrhyn Island marriage was forbidden with any relation 
as near as second cousin^* 


TIKOPIA 

According to one account obtained by Rivers in Tikopla, a 
man would not marry anyone whom he would call kme, 
whether the daughter of brother, or sister of father or mother, 
or a more distant relative through the classificatory system; 
but the regulation of marriage depended w'holly on kinship, 
and the social divisions of the people had no significance m 
connection with marriage, it not mattering whether the spouses 
were of the same or of different divisions^. Material collected 
by Rivers from another source seems to confirm this; and the 
absence of any reference in certain pedigrees to marriages 
between members of one of the divisions and those of any of 
the others leads him to suggest that this division perhaps 
more or less endogamous, but he suggests another possible 
explanation of the matter®* 

MELANESIAN ISLANDS 

In the New Hebridean Island of Futuna, and some other 
islands of the group, daughters were, according to Gunn, rarely 
allowed to many outside their districts or tnbes^; but as we 
know nothing of the social relationship between the people of 
those districts, and do not know the exact sense in which he 
uses the term “tribe/^ we cannot say what this statement 
implies. The children of two brothers or two sisters might not 
marry, and this prohibition extended downwards even to the 
grandchildren or great grandchildren of the brothers or sisters; 
but the children of a brother and sister might many®. 

In Ancltyum they usually married within the'* tribe/' though 
not blood relations; yet the children of a brother and sister 
might marry, whilst those of iw'o sisters might not*. 

i Litfncmt, p. 136. ' Rivets, vol* r* pp. 303, 309. 

» Ibid. pp. 345 tq. * Gutui. p. 275. * p. MS' 
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SPECIAL RELATIONSHIP MATTERS 
AND TERMS 

PRELIMINARY 

T he subject of the social customs, rights, powers and 
duties associated with certain specific family relationships 
is a difficult one with which to deal in discussing Polynesia, for 
several reasons. In the first place, it is necessary for the purpose 
of accuracy to be quite sure that the relationships themselves 
defined with exactitude; and this is a matter as to which, 
in reading the statements of past mters, we must often be 
very doubtful; in particular wc often do not know whether or 
not they use terms of relationship in the classificatory sense. 
Then Polyiiesia seems to have lost many of those peculiar 
social practices which probably prevailed among the more 
archaic ancestors of the people; and in some cases we hnd 
ourselves dealing, not so much with what were probably the 
true original customs, as with survivals, or perhaps only traces 
of them. Then, again, the evidence is often confused and 
even contradictory, this being perhaps due in part to the differ¬ 
ence in the extent to which old ideas had died out at different 
periods and in different districts. And finally, not only were 
some of these customs closely interconnected, but in some 
cases the Loose statements of writers leave us in doubt as to 
the particular original idea to which that which they describe 
must be attributed; and this difficulty is, I think, enhanced 
by the condition of social transition in some matters, which 
seems to have prevailed in parts, at all events, of Polynesia 
when the material was collected by the authors* Take for 
example the relationship between a brother and sister, and that 
between a man and his father's sister. The former was based 
in part on brother and sister avoidance; but there were features 
in It which I have, rightly or wrongly, attributed to matrilineal 
descent. So, as rerards the latter, when we consider the evi¬ 
dence of the special respect which a person had to show to his 
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fathersister^ and her rights and powers with reference to 
him, we must sometimes, I think, be in doubt whether some 
of that of which we are told should not be attributed, in part 
at least, to a continuance by the father^s children of the special 
respect, and submission, derived perhaps from matnlineal 
descent ( which the father had to show to their aunt as his sister; 
and if we recogniae the w ay in which the superiority of a sister 
over her brother seems sometimes to have continued as between 
their respective descendants, the matter becomes even more 
complicated. I seem, indeed, as regards all these matters, to 
be surrounded by pitfalls; and 1 fear that 1 shall sometimes 
tumble into traps which a more fully trained social ethnologist 
would have no difficult)' in avoiding, and which, indeed, would 
not to him be traps. 

I must point out also, as regaxds the terms used to designate 
specific relationships between certain persons, that, though 
much light upon the social structure and customs of a people 
can be obtained from these terms, we must not assume, in the 
case of Polynesia, that this structure, at the time when the 
evidence was collected, was in all respects such as the terms 
may indicate, as many of the latter, though still retained, may 
have been based upon, or associated with, systems and practices 
which had wholly or partially passed away—perh^s long 
before. Also, in considering and comparing the specific terms 
reported from various islands, it must be borne m mind that 
the absence of some of these in one island, whilst they are 
included among those of another, may be due, not to any 
actual difference between the two islands, but to insufficiency 
of the evidence collected in one of them. In some cases the 
exact meaning of a term seems to have been altered or enlarged 
in a relatively recent period. 

S.\MOA 
Relatianskip ttrmi 

The Samoans had a number of distinctive relationship terms* 
and I will give such particulars as to these as I have been able 
to find. 

Tone: a husband^ 

Ava: a wife. Tufue: first (especially of a wife). Fakiuar a 
amall back house; a chiefs wife. Mastofo: the wife of a high 
chief ; a queen Fsamfo: a secondary wife, introduced by the 
' Pratt- ‘ Ibid. 
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first (the slow cry of the Taunomfo: a man's wives^ 

taken collectively^. 

Ta^: a father^ a chief. According to information obtained 
by Rivers from natives^ the term was alsoi used for a father*® 
brother, but only properly so after the father had died and the 
brother had taken over the guardianship of his nephew; but 
Rivers was told by Europeans that the term was habitually 
used, not only for the father's brother and for others of his 
generation, but also for grandparents and others of their 
generation^. 

Tina: a mother. Rivers says this term was said to be limited 
to the relationship of mother; but he thinb it was probably 
also generally used in the same wide sense as tama^. 

Matua: an old person or parent®. Rivers says that the term 
was said by some to be limited to the proper parents and grand¬ 
parents of a person; but that it seemed to be also generally 
used for any elder®. According to Kramer it was also used, 
with the meaning of ^*the eldest,” for chiefs or orator-chiefs, 
whose counsel was specially considered at fono and in private 
affairs^; and Iiis book gives ejtamples of this use. 

Tupuatiga or tupunga: ancestors®. Rivers says that tupunga 
was said to be used in the same sense as ma/iw; and that it 
also meant ancestor®, 

Tama: a child; a boy; a woman's offspring of either sex and 
any age. Tama-iane: a boy^®. Rivers thinks the term iama was 
probably only properly used by a woman of her children; and 
this is perhaps the explanation of Pratt’s otherwise unnecessary 
definition as a " woman's” offspring. Rivers also says the term 
certainly appears to have been used for grandchildren, for 
which he tmuld discover no special term^^. Tama: a boy; but 
also a girl, if it w'as a woman (or wife?— Frau) spealdng. Tama- 
tane: the son of a woman; also simply a boy^®, 

Atiilii: a son. Rivers thinks it w-as probably only used by 
a man for his sons, and for the sons of those he would call 
brother. He also thinks the term was used for grandsons*®. 


' Ibid. Cf. as to last term, Fraaer, R.S.N^^W^ voL 3CCV, p, 84 note ra, 

' StuebeL, p. 

' Pratt, Turner, p. 365. itetmer, SJ, vol. J, p. 48*, Rivera, vol. r, 

p. 369. 

* Pratt. Turner, p, 365. Riven, voL l, p, 369. * Pratt 

■ Rivers, vol. 1, p. 369. ^ Krlmrr, SJ. vol. 1. p. 4S0. 

“ Pratt, p, 115. * Rivers, H.M.S. vol. r, p, 3^. ^ Prott 

" Rivera. vol. 1. p. 369, 1“ Kilmer, SJ. vol 1. p. iSt* 

Pratt. Tumer, p, 365. Rivera, HMS. vol. i, p, 369. 
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I see that, according to Pratt’s dictionary, ata meant a shadow, 
a spirit, the emblem or representative of an aitu\ and it is 
possible that the term atalii u’as based on the idea that the son 
of an aWi or chief u'as his shadow or spirit or representative. 
This would accord with Rivers’s idea tnat the term was only 
used by the man; but apparently the term w'as not confined to 
the son of a chief. 

A/afine, tama-teine and tamafafitu. According to Pratt’s dic¬ 
tionary, the first term referred to the daughter of a man, and 
the latter two referred to the daughter of a woman, from which 
I infer that they w'ere specially used by the mother. Rivers 
gives afafine as the term for a daughter^. So does Turner*. 
Pratt says tamafafine was also used mr the children of a sister. 
Kr^er gives afafine as meaning the daughter of a father; and 
tama-teine for the daughter of a mother, also simply, a girl; 
and tamafafine for the daughter of a woman, and the children 
of a sister*. 

The following terms are taken from Pratt’s dictionary. 
Usoiiama: the children of one father. Usoitina: the children 
of one mother. Usotaufeangai: the children of cither the same 
father or the same mother. The three terms faUalo^ faletama 
and maave^ese"ese^ meaning respectively children of a chief by 
different wives, the children of a poly^mist, and a family 
springing from one father, but having different mothers, seem 
to have meant very much the same tWng. Alo: the underside 
of a thing; a chiefs belly; a chiefs child. SuU (in Savai'i, sulu): 
the true son of a chief. 

Uso: brother to brother, and sister to sister; also in con¬ 
nection with first cousins (GeschwisterkinderY. According to 
Rivers, the term was applied by a man to his brother, and by 
a woman to her sister, and it appears to have been used by 
each sex in a very wide sense, probably for all those of the 
same generation, with w'hom relationship could be traced*. A 
^milar wide use of the term is involved in the meanings appear¬ 
ing in Pratt’s dictionary. It will be noticed that this word 
forms the first part of tfie names given above for the children 
of the same father or mother; and as to this, I notice in the 
dictionary that one of the general meanings of uso is the 
umbilical cord. In the dictionary I find tua*a given as meaning 


* Rivers, H.M.S. vol. i, p. 369. 

■ Kilmer, SJ. vol. i, pp. 476, 481. 

* Rivers, vol. i, p. 369. 


• Turner, p. 363. 
‘ Ibid. p. 477. 
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a brother’s brother, or a sister’s sister, or a father who had 
preceded in name or office but was dead. 

Tuangane was the term applied by a woman to her brother*. 
Rivers says the term was in the same wide sense as i/ro*; 
and von BiiJow includes in the term the brothers, half-brothers 
and cousins of different degrees of relationship of a woman, 
all of them being affected by the brother-sister bond®. 

Tiuifafine was the term applied by a man to his sister, and 
according to Rivers and von Biilow it was used in the same 
wide sense as tuangane*, 

Tei. .\ccording to Pratt’s dictionary this meant a younger 
brother or sister; Vindfaatei were younger brethren and cousins 
“who were marked with their brother.’’ I imagine the words 
which I have quoted in inverted commas simply mean that the 
term included youn^r cousins, as they were regarded as 
brothers. Percy Smitn, in discussing the relationship terms of 
the island of Niue, refers to the Samoan term /«, which if I 
understand him rightly, he says was the younger brother of a 
brother or younger sister of a sister®—that is, it could not be 
used as betw'een the sexes. Kramer defines the word as meaning 
the younger brother or youn^r sister*. He also says the com¬ 
panions of the taupouy or village maid, were called to’, which 
memt literally “younger sister’’’. These companions would 
obviously include a number of girls who were not children of 
the taupou*5 parents, many of them, perhaps, not even very 
closely related. Some of them would often be older than her 
in ye^; but she was, I imagine, regarded as older in the sense 
of being superior*; I compare this with the use of matua for 
certain councillors. 

Uso o le tama and tuangane o le tina were, according to Pratt’s 
diction^', the terms for the paternal and maternal uncles 
res{>ectively*. These were evidently only composite expressions, 
the words tama and tina being used with their meanings of 
father and mother. 

Tane a le a/afine and tone a Iona tama meant, according to 
Pratt’s dictionary, a son-in-law of a man and woman respec- 

* Pratt, p. 210. Smith, yj»uS. vol. xi, p. 169. Rivera, HM.S, vol. i, p. 360. 

* Cf. Turner, p. 365. • Von Bdlow, Globtu, vol. Lxvtii, p. 140. 

* Pratt. Rivera, HM,S. vol. i, p. 369. Von BOlow, Globiu, vol. Lxviii, p. 140. 
Cf. Turner, p. 365. 

* Smith, wl. XI, p. 169. • Krimer, SJ. vol. i, p. 481. 

’ Ibid. p. 370. Cf. p. 374, 

* Cf. the words Lt used for the highest title of chief, snd which mesns 

literally '' the grown ’* (Stair, p. 65). • Pratt, p. 67. 
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lively*. These also were evidently composite expressions; Iona 
was the possessive pronoun. 

Ilamutu and tamasa. Brown apparently treats these two 
terms, and also tamafafine (referred to above) as s}Tion\Tnous, 
giving to tamasa the linguistic meaning of sacred child or 
person. He says that tamasa or tamafafine was practically the 
same as the vasu of Fiji, except that in the latter case the term 
seems to have had a wide range, as a man of Fiji might be vasu 
to a whole towTi or district*. Pritchard identifies w'hat he calls 
the system known in Samoa as tamasa with that of tamaha in 
Tonga and vasu in Fiji*; and he defines the Samoan term as 
meaning a nephew' on the mother’s side, by which it is evident 
from the context that he refers to a sister’s son^. Kramer says 
tamasa was the term applied to the children of a sister®; but 
that it was used s{>ecially for her son*. He applies the term 
ilamutu to the posterity of the sister’; Schultz, after saying that 
all male persons descended on the male side from the common 
ancestor were called tamatane^ says their cognates (male from 
female) w’ere called tamafafine^ tamasa or tamafanatfi. He 
applies the term ilamutu or feangainga to the relationship of 
brother to sister, and says it affected the issue of both sides*. 
Stuebel does not, I think, offer us clean-cut definitions; but 
we can infer something from his uses of terms. In one place 
he uses the term ilamutu with reference to brother and sister 
relationship*®. In another he refers to the case of a chief being 
sister’s son (ilamutu or tamasa) of another chief**. He refers to 
a chief who had a tamasa and many tamafafine^ and apparently, 
though this is not clear, treats the relationship of a woman and 
her son to her brother’s son and to the son of the latter as all 
coming within the meaning of the term tamasa^ whilst a sister 
w'as called tamafafine^^. Von Biilow’ says that the bond of rela¬ 
tionship between a brother and sister was called the bond of 
the tamasa, of the ilamutu, and later on refers to a specific case 
in which the brother and sister bond of ilamutu or tamasa had 
persisted as benveen their respective posterities**. Fraser uses 
the term tamafafine w ith the meaning of sister’s son**. In Pratt’s 


• Pratt p. 6a. 

• Brown, p. 41. Cf. Riven, HM.S. vol. ii, p 

• Pritchard, p. 39a. • ThiA. n 

• Kramer, SJ. voi. i, p. 481. 

• Schultz, voi. XX, p. 51. 

’* Stuebel, p. 89. ** Ibid. p. 106. 

*■ Von Balow, Globus, vol. Lxviii, p. 140. 

*♦ Fraser, RSJ^S.W. vol. xxiv, p. 203 note la. 


158. 

7a note. 


Ibid , 

! p* *77. 

* Ibid. p. 49. 


» Ibid. 

'* Ibid. pp. 110 sq. 


SAMOA 


^53 

dictionan^ 1 find tamma defined as meaning the children of a 
sister, and iamafafine the daughter of a woman, or children of 
a sisterj whilst ilamulu is given as meaning cousins' the rela¬ 
tionship sustained by the children of an aunt to the children 
of her brother after the brother and sister are dead; a father 
sister. It is obvious that there has been a considerable amount 
of confusion between these terms; but I shall consider the 
terms tamma and ilmnutu later on* 

I have confined myself So far to terminology. 1 ivill now refer 
to e\idence of a few relationship customs* In doing this I shall 
use English words, where the authors quoted do so, and vice 
versa I where the word used is Samoan, it would be wise to 
refer in each case to the definitive explanation by the author 
quoted, as given above. 

iVfotJieT*s hriftJier 

A sister'^s children might, according to Pritchard, with im¬ 
punity do what they liked \vith, and take what they liked from, 
their mother's brother or his children^. He also refers to a 
practice for objects, such as canoes, to be dedicated to the 
family god, ana so become sacred, which he associates in part 
with the strategy of the head of the family, as priest of the god, 
for protecting the objects in question from the right of the 
tamasa to appropriate them-. There is a missionary tale of a 
dance proposed to be held in a house belonging to the head 
chief of a village, but for which his consent had not been 
obtained; the chief, on hearing the noise, immediately stepped 
in and stopped the dance, saying that only his sister's son had 
a right to make free use of his house^. 

.Stanley tells a story (narrated to him in 1S73 American 
Consul at Apia, who had married a Samoan woman) of a chief 
called Bullamacow, who on visiting his uncle in effect asked 
the latter to give him a bread-fruit storage house which the 
uncle had recently constructed at ruinous expense. The uncle 
did not consent; so the chief kidnapped his wife "as is the 
custom in these cases/* The uncle, longing to hav'e his wife 
back, eventually decided to give up the house; but, as this w*as 
not, after what had occurred, enough, he w^ent to the nephew 
chief with a present of pigs, and ultimately the wife wa® 
restored, and the bread-fruit house was handed to the chief; 
but the uncle was ruined. In connection with this tale Stanley 

'■ Pritchard, pp. jz note, 3.93. ■ Ibid,, p, 109. • Brown, p* 43, 
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was told that if a nephew took a fancy to his oncle*s gun, he 
would go and take it, and in case of difficulty, would report 
the matter to his mother, who would enforce compliance by 
her brother {the unde) by pronouncing a curse upon his family* 
He was also told by the Consul that during fighting men used 
often to bring guns to his house to save them from their 
nephews, and sometimes slept with guns lashed to their Ieg;$; 
but the nephevvs had come and taken them aw'ay even then. 
This right of a nephew was said to be connected with “a 
custom called vasUy which prevailed in the islands, as regarded 
the rights of a nephew to his unde*s property',” these rights 
being confined, however, to the children of the eldest sister^. 
Rivers e:tpressed a doubt as to this being a Samoan tale* sug¬ 
gesting in effect that it had perhaps come from Fiji* where 
vasu was the recognised term for a sister’s son^. To this com¬ 
ment Stanley replied that he still thought the Consul was 
speaking of Samoa. There is also more information upon the 
matter, supplied by Goodenough, who was with Stanley in 
Apia* and wno among other things telb the story of Builamacow. 
His version of it, though similar in narrative to the other, 
differs somewhat as to the dramatis personae concerned; but it 
is interesting in that it tells us that Eullamacow w^as the chief 
of Saluafat^, which, according to Kramerb map of Upolu, 
was a tillage district of the Atua division of the island; and this 
suggests that the episode took place in Samoa. I point out that 
Stanley's statements do not go further than those of Pritchard; 
so, if the latter is correct, the former may well be so also. Of 
course the term vasu was Fijian, but it may have been used on 
this occasion in Samoa by Stanley and GtHxienou|;h, who had 
previously been studying customs in Fiji. Concerning Stanley's 
statement that it was only the children of the eldest sister who 
had these rights, I may say that I have found no mention of 
this by any other writer*. One would expect that the rights 
would be accentuated in the case of the children of some one 
sister regarded as specially important, who might well be 
actually the eldest* or regarded as the eldest by virtue of her 

' StBnlqTi Fotk-Iorr^ vol. xm, pp. 75 r^, 

’ Rivers, Fitlk-lort, vot Xlll, p. tM* 
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‘ ft « stated that in Tonga a man paid special mpect to hia eldest aiatier 
(Manner, vot if, p. 135), 


SAMOA 




importance* Probably, in the case of the family of a ruling 
chief, the i^iupou would be r^arded, for this purpose, as the 
eldest sister*, 

Kramer tells a story which is perhaps an illustration of the 
claims which a man had a^inst his mother’s brother, or rather, 
I should perhaps say, of the natural parental duties of that 
brother towards his nephew. According to the tale, a chief was 
lying ill and w^as being attended by his mother's brother; but 
the chief asked that that uncle^s son should come and attend 
him during his illness. The uncle hesitated at complying be¬ 
cause of the bad character of the boy; but as the chief insisted, 
the uncle gave way, and he and the boy both attended the sick 
chief. The uncle's fears as to the boy were justified, for the 
latter misconducted himself with the chief's wife; but on the 
uncle reporting this to the chief, the latter made no complaint, 
merely saying ‘Met it be, for I am weak," and expressing the 
hope that his wife would have a child by the boy^, I must 
point out that Kramer does not give this story as an illustration 
of the special relationship between a person and his mother's 
brother; and it may be that the attention by the latter to the 
former was merely a matter of friendship, not based upon any 



I have already referred to Kramer's use of the term mea sa^ 
or sacred gift, as applying to a present given by a brother to 
his sister; he also applies it to a present given to a sister's 
son by his uncles^, by which he evidently means maternal 
uncles. 

A Samoan wedding was an occasion for an interchange of 
presents between the families of the bride and bridegroom, the 
gifts by the bride's family to that of the bridegroom being 
composed mainly of fine mats and native cloth made by the 
women; and here, according to Stuebel, there were customs 
connected with a sister's son. In one place he refers, in con¬ 
nection with the division of these mats among the bridegroom's 
family, to a special mat, called laufaut which w'as given to the 
tamosa, by which in this case is clearly meant the son of the 
sister of the father of the bridegroom^. Elsewhere he refers 
again to this practice, and says the mat given to this sister's 
son, called the mea sa [sacred gift] of the chief, was a specially 

' S« refertii« lo term sS applied to tilt ramponions of the tiatipiiu, and 
my foot-non as to tht term U tupu. 

* Ki^cr, SJ, vflL I, pp. 366 tg* * p. 477^ ‘ Stuebri, p. lao. 
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fine one'. Kramer says that, on the bringing in at a girPs 
wedding of her mats for distribution among the bridegroom’s 
people, the fine laijfau mats were brought in first, and were 
given to the son of the sister of the chief [the chief being, I 
gather from the context, the father of the bndegroom]^. Hood 
refers to the same practice, and explains that the requirements 
of sisters had to be pro\'ided at all hazards, for fear of the 
calamity of the sister’s curse^. This seems to be consistent with 
a recognition of a right for a man to claim a valuable property 
which would otherwise go to his mother’s brother, the mother’s 
brother being in this case the father of the bridegroom. In 
another passage, referring apparently to a general custom (not 
only in connection with marriages) of distribution of fine mats 
by a chief, Stuebel speaks of the relationship of a chief to his 
sister, whom he designates tamafafine. He then says that, if 
the chief was distributing fine mats, and there was no question 
of a tatruua (<j), the first mats were given to the children of the 
chiefs sister or tamafafine; but if a tamasa had a share in the 
mats, the first mats were brought to the tamasa, and then 
afterwards the mats for the children of the sister*. In view of 
the confusion or uncertainty as to terminology it is impossible 
to be sure as to Stuebel’s meaning in this. He apparently has 
in mind the possible presence of a tamasa, who was not the 
child of the sister of the chief, and who in that case would be 
given mats before they were. I suspect, however, that the 
tamasa to whom he refers was the son of the sister of the chief’s 
father—that is the chiefs cross-cousin. 

Pritchard says that in war a young chief, related to both the 
opposing parties, might sometimes make his peace with the 
|Mi^' against which he was fighting, provided it was his mother’s 
side, and she was a lady of very high rank, and that it was 
under his privilege as a tamasa that he was sheltered. He could 
afterwards, if he liked, return to his former comrades, taking 
with him whatever arms, etc., he could lay hands on®. This 
seems to imply that, if his mother was of sufficient rank among 
her own j>eople to be able to influence their conduct of the 
war, she could gain protection for her son, as her brothers and 
their families would not be able to refuse it, because of his 
^ sister s son; and the young chiefs right of carrying 
oft the arms of the enemy (his mother’s people) and taking 


* Stuebel, p. 106. 
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them to his own party (his father's people) shows the far 
reach in character of fiis rights as tamasa. Apparently this 
immunity of a man at the hands of his mother's brothera was 
turned to advantage by his father's people for the purpose of 
using liim as an envoy of peace in the event of fighting between 
the paternal and maternal families. Pratt tells us of a luirfuina^a 
Lelolonga w'ho took for his founh wife Sina^ the daughter of 
Taua-Iunga of Fitiuta, and says that he appointed his son by 
this marnage as peacemaker for Fitiuta, to walk among the 
dead, and to be pure water for his own district*. Now the 
residence of the lutmanu^a was, as we have seen, the village 
district of Tau, the governmental centre of the Manu^an islaruS, 
on the western coast of the island of Tau, The village district 
of Fitiuta was on the eastern coast; and we have seen that, 
according to Man u* an legends, it had been the home of the 
original dirine (a member of the Tangaroa family 

of heaven) and the original seat of government. There appear 
to have been contentions, and apparently fighting, between 
these two ri\^ centres; and it was probably in connection with 
this that the iuimanu^a at Tau relied upon the power and im¬ 
munity of his son by the Fitiutan w'ife, as between that son 
and her people, as represented by her brothers, to secure for 
himself (the itn'Ttianu^^a) terms of peace, if it should be desired. 
Kramer says that the iamma, or sister's son, could go safely 
before the battle into the enemy camp to visit his relations®; 
but on another page he qualifies this by applying it only to a 
case in tvhich the opposite party ’was that of the powerful 
family of his mother'^, which would obviously be the case. 

It is easy to imagine the great value which the powerful 
claim of a man against his mother's brothers might have to 
him and his father’s people and the uses to which it might be 
put. As a possible illustration of this 1 will refer to what 
appears to have been a Samoan marria^ custom. Pritchard 
says chiefs might have as many wives as they pleased and might 
change them and put them a^vay for others; when young, and 
not invested with tribal honours and power, they made their 
selection from among the daughters of commoners—girls of 
low'er rank than themselves; but when a chief attained to official 
rank in his tribe he took a wife of as high a rank as possible^. 
According to Churchward, the inhabitants of each town sought 

' Pratt, R.SJ^S.W. voL xivi, pp. 296 

* KrAmu, SJ. voJ. ll, pp. 340 iq. * JW. p, 59. 
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marital alliances in as many other towns as possible, the further 
off the better, so that they would have friends in any part they 
might wish to go to, and allies in case of war^. Now an 
investi^tion of Kramer*s genealogies discloses the custom 
for chiefs to marry» not only women of high degree, but 
daughters of minor ciuefs and orators in other districts. Some 
of these, who entertained the hope that their children would 
succeed to the high rank of the chief, remained among his 
people, though they often returned to their own homes when 
they found their prospects were not good®. The genealogies, 
and Kramer^s notes upon them, show, however, that subsidiary 
marriages were often entered into by great chiefs with the 
daughters of minor chiefs and orators in outside districts and 
rillages^j and the custom in these cases seems to have been for 
these wives to return to their own homes, or at all events — 
what is more important for my present purpose — for the sons 
bom of the marriages to live in the old homes of their mothers, 
and not in those of their more distinguished fathers; in this 
way great chiefs obtained the advantage, referred to by Church- 
w^d, of forming branches of their families, and so securing 
friends outside their own dominions. Many examples of mar¬ 
riages of this character* in which the sons of tfte marriages liv'ed 
in their mother ^s homes can he found in Kramer^s genealogies 
and greetings; but these w'ould not demonstrate a custom. 
There are, however, two cases concerning which Kramer makes 
comments which appear to indicate that it was the custom. 
The tma^na Tupua* naving had by his second wife a son who 
afterw^ards inherited the title* married the daughter of a local 
chief or orator in the village district of Falefa in .4tua, and they 
had a son Luafalemana; and Kramer says that* <is ikis 
niQih^ dcfi^^dfrom Fakfa (the italics are mine)* he lived there 
and was buried there* and his descendants lived there^. The 
other case is that of Ngalumalemana tafitifa (of the Aana line) 
who manned the daughter of a man in the village district of 
Matautu in Savai'i* her mother having been a woman of Asau 
in Savai'i, and this place being the girl’s home. They had a 
son Nofoasaefa* w^ho lived in Asau; and Kramer’s comment is 
that, as the girVs mother derived from Asau (my italics), the son 
Nofoasaefa went thither* and his descendant Tamasese in 
recent times founded the ainga Mavaenga there*. 


’ Churchward, p. 47. * 
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It is obvious thati if the sons of these nwrisges^ livine among 
their mother's people^ could claim from her brothers there the 
immense nghts of a sister*s son with which we are now dealing, 
these rights might be extremely ^^oable to the families of their 
fathers, I find no snggestioi) by Kramer that the obtaining of 
these specific advantages was a motive for the marriages; but, 
if we compare what occurred there with what is reported from 
Fiji, we may well believe that it was so. Pritchard, who says 
that in Fiji a vasu (sister’s son) had the right to appropriate 
anything belonging to the brothers of his mother, tells us that 
the great chiefs of the district of Bau (which, 1 may say, is on 
the west coast of Viti Leva, where the people are a mixture of 
Melanesian and Polynesian) tried to obtain wives from as many 
different districts as possible, “ their object being to possess as 
many vasu to different districts as possible^’; and he adds that 
the chiefs of Mathuata, to oppose the designs of the Bau 
chiefs, whenever they w'cre obliged to send a great lady to be 
the wife of one of them, always instructed her to destroy her 
children before birth; and that these instructions were carried 
out^ 

It is noticeable that in a Large number of cases the greetings 
at the /ouo of places, where branch families had been estab¬ 
lished by previous marriages in the way described above, special 
mention was made of the sons of those marriages, the fathers 
being hardly ever mentioned. The persons greeted would, of 
course, be the living representatives of those sons, called by 
their names. 1 do not think this proves anything; but it seems 
to emphasise the importance attached to the sons. 

Brother and sisttr, and father*}: sister 

1 now propose to introduce evidence which relates appar¬ 
ently to the relationship between either a brother and sister or 
a person and his or her father’s sister, without attempting to 
classify it. 

Certain special features of brother and sister relationship 
have already been discussed in connection with matrilineal 
descent. There were also customs of avoidance, or rather, 
perhaps, restrictions on conduct, evidently based upon matri¬ 
monial or sexual prohibition, or whatever else may have been 
the origin of brother and sister avoidance. Pritchard says the 
remotest reference, even by way of joke, to anytlung which 

'■ Pritchard, pp. 3^9 nj. 
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conveyed the slightest indelicacy in thought or gesture was 
prohibited when brothers and sisters were together. In the 
presence of his sister the wildest rake was always modest and 
moral; and in the presence of her brother the most accommo¬ 
dating coquette was chaste and reserved^. Kramer says the 
relation between brother and sister was a sacred one, and this 
was so as between male and female cousins [w’ho would 
under the classificatory system be brothers and sisters]. No 
brother or male relation would be present at a dance where 
a sister or female relative disported herself in unrestrained 
fashion, and no man would use an obscene word in the presence 
of female relations. The children of a brother also had to pay 
special politeness to the children of a sister-. Brown says a 
man was careful not to expose his person before his sister or 
her children, and would be very careful not to use in their 
presence any indelicate word such as “the loins**; though he 
would not scruple to use such a word before any other woman®. 

Kubary says that when a woman was being delivered of a 
child she lay with her head resting on the knees of her husband, 
and that her father, and when possible her eldest brother, sat 
behind his back, whilst the motner and sisters sat at the feet of 
the patient*. In view of the general practice of avoidance be¬ 
tween brother and sister, his presence on this occasion seems 
rather remarkable. 

It is just possible that we may see the counterpart of this 
brotherly duty in a sister*s duty when her brother was being 
tattooed. It was a custom in Samoa, when the son of a chief 
was tattooed, for other young men of the village to be tattooed 
also. Kramer refers to the presence of women and girls to give 
the youths courage and prevent them from crying out, and says 
that even the village maiden [the chiefs daughter, called tne 
taupou\ was often accustomed to be present. He then says, as 
to the chiefs son, that it was usual for five or six girls of the 
village presided over by the boy *8 father to sit round the 

G 'ent, holding and massaging his head, laying their hands on 
y and limbs, to keep them very still so that the muscles 


* Pritchard, p. 125. Cf. Fraser, R^.N.S.W. vol. xxv, p. 145. Von Billow, 
Globus, vol. LXVIII, p. 140. Stuebel, p. 89. 

■ Krihncr, 5 J. voI. i,p. 481. Cf. p. 33. As regards the children, politeness by 
a male to a female mi^t weU be basra on an extension of brother and sister 
avoidance. In other respects its basts nuiy have been the idea of the superiority 
of the sister, which I have connected with matrilineal descent. 

* Brown, p. 4^. 

* Kubary, Globus, vol. XLVii, p. 70. 
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should not be stretched and the patterns distorted and moved 
out of place*. It may almost be assumed that the taupou would 
be one of those who attended her own brother, and would take 
the honourable position at his head. 

Kramer refers to a frequent custom for girls, when there 
were sons, to be given at an early age to someone outside the 
home, especially to the sister of the master of the house-—that 
is, I take it, the girl’s father; and this leads me to an interesting 
statement by Turner, that when a newly-married woman took 
up her abode in the family of her husband, she was attended 
by a daughter of her brother, who in fact came as a concubine 
of the husband. Her brother considered that, if he did not give 
up his daughter for ^is purpose, he would fail in duty and 
respect towards his sister, and incur the displeasure of their 
household god*. I may say that the general effect of the evidence 
on this subject seems to be that it was usually the wife’s sister 
who went with her to her husband. 

Stuebel refers to a curious custom. He is speaking of the 
dying instructions given by a chief to his son as to the attitude 
to be adopted by the latter towards the chiefs sister, who had 
married a high chief of another district, and her son; among 
other things, the chief said that if his son’s son should marry, 
the titi, or loin apron of ti leaves, worn by the bride, should be 
brought to the dying chiefs sister and her son^. 

A man’s sister had some functional duties in connection 
with his burial. Kr^er says that when the corpse lay in 
the grave, apparently before the latter was filled in, with the 
head turned towards the east, the sister sat at the head, and 
waving a piece of white bark cloth, cried “Compassion! Go 
with a good will and without vexation against us. Take all our 
illnesses with thee, and let us live.’’ Then, pointing to the 
west, she cried “There is disaster,’’ and pointing towards the 
east, she cried “There is happiness’’; and then turning to the 
south, she cried “ Down there is misery, leave us in happiness.*’ 
Kramer associates the east with the idea of sunrise, hope, life, 
and the west wth that of sunset and death*. Stair says* that 
this function was performed by “ the ilamutu, or near relative 
of the deceased, a sister, if one survived’’*. In Pratt’s dictionary 
one of the meanings given to the word talo is “ to wave a piece 

* Krimer, SJ. vol. II, p. 68. Cf. Pritchjutl, p. 143. 

* Ibid. p. 59. ■ Turner, p. 96. 

* Krimer, SJ. voi. 11, pp. 103 <9. 


* Stuebel, p. 110. 

• Stair, p. 183. 
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of tutunga over the dead, beg^ng him to take catamides and 
diseases with him," Brown t^s us that only a sister or sister's 
child had the privilege of sitting at the head of the grave, and 
breaking the bottle of scented oil to pour over the uncovered 
face of a dead man^. 


Observatums 

it is desirable that, before discussing this evidence* I should 
draw attention to certain ideas as to relationship customs, in 
the light of which w^e should, I think, consider it. The special 
relationship to a person of his or her mother's brother, is, I 
tliink, generally recognised as being based on the fact that 
under a system of matrilineal descent children of a marriage 
are members, not of their father’s family group, but of that of 
their mother, so that it is the mother's brother, and not the 
father, that stands in a sort of parental relationship to her 
children. The attitude of a brother to his sister is attributed 
to sexual avoidancej he and she being of the same family group, 
and not therefore being persons who could properly intermarry 
or indulge in sexual intercourse. I have, however, drawn 
attention, in the chapter on matrilineal descent, to certain 
matters which point to something more than mere sexual 
avoidance, and nave suggested that the probable explanation 
of them is that, with matrilineal descent, carrying with it eligi¬ 
bility for succession, the family relationship would, on me 
death of the brother, pass not to nis descendants, but to those of 
his sister, who, as the proper channel of descent and succession, 
w'as endo^ved with a certain degree of importance, and indeed 
of sanctity. The development of a system of patrilineal descent, 
and the snll more decided development of patrilineal succession, 
had transferred the primary right as to succession to the de¬ 
scendants of the brother; but the right of the sister's descendants 
was also still recognized to a certain extent, and my contention 
w'as thaf some of the evidence to w^hich J referred might be 
attributed to the confusion between the tw'o systems and the 
rivalry which this involved. 

The subject of customs connected with the relationship of a 
j>erson to his father's sister is a matter which has been investi¬ 
gated by Rivers in Melanesia. He says that a fact, wholly new, 
brought out by his work in Oceanea, w'as the existence of 

* Bmwn, pp. 41 Cf Fraser, R.SJ^S.W. voJ, xxiv. p. 303 mtt 10. 
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specid functions associated with the relationship behi^een a 
wom^ and her brother's son. He met with these functions 
trst m ionga, where a man honoured his father^s sister more 

j ^ ancient days punished with 

d^th if he disobeyed her. A woman still arranged the marriage 
of her brother s son* and could veto one arranged by the man 
or his parents. The father*s sister could take anything belonging 
to her nephew while the latter could only take the possessioni 
ot his aunt with her permission, thus reversing the usual mode 
ot conduct of a towards his mother's brother, fn the one 
It was tlie senior who had a right to property; in the other 
It was the junior who exercised the right, even if at one time 
the right had been reciprocal There were also certain avoid¬ 
ance between a woman and her brother’s children, and certain 
dunes m connection with ceremonial Since social institutiona 
m 1 onga were largely patrilineal, his first impression on hearing 
of these customs was that they were a variant of the frequent 
relation with the niother's brother, associated in some way 
with ^e change to father^right. The idea that the customs in 
Question were especially connected with patrilineal descent was 
disMlled on reachmg Pentecost Island, where he found a 
similar condition associated with matrilineal descent. He then 
refers to certam customs and practices which prevailed in 
Pentecost and some o^er Melanesian Islands. In Pentecost 
Island, where he only obtained superficial eridence it w'as clear 
that a woman chose a ^vife for her brother's son, and that a 
man had to obey his father's sister in other respects. The 
ekment of avoidance, was, Imwever, less decided than in 
lon^. A more complete account was obtained in the Banks 
isJands, where the high honour in which the father's sister was 
held was evident. In these islands she had the decisive voice 
in the choice of a \vi{e for her nephew, while a woman who 
d^ired illiat sexual intercourse wth a man had first to obtain 
the consent of the sister of the man's father. Community of 
^s existed beuveen the pair, but with certain limitations* 
iM element of avoidance was distinctly present. A ^voman 
performed a number of functions during ceremonies connected 
with her brother s child. Especially important was the part 

that determined the parentage 
or the child, and consequently settled whether she herself 
would occupy the p^ition of father's sister towards the child. 

I he separated umbilical cord was first offered to the own sister 
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of the father of the child, and after her customary refuwl it 
wds given to Q yro ma n who stood iiv tho rolstion oi father s 
sister in the classificaiory sense» The father’s sister might keep 
the naii-parings of the child in the same way* The possession 
of these articles enuiled the giving of feasts to the women* In 
various rites which foliow'ed the birth of a first-born child^ the 
father’s sister had an important share, w^hile she took the leading 
part in the rite of initiation into one of the ranks of the 
[a Banks island society], this being the only occasion on which 
women participated in the ritual of this institution. In the 
Torres Islands the functions of the father’s sister seemed to be 
less elaborate and important than in the Banks. In hliw [one 
of the Torres Islands] the prominent fact was that a man could 
many , and often did marry, his father’s sister* while in Lob 
[another of them] all that was ieamt was that she had the 
power of forbidding his marriage if she chose. In Vanikolo 
[one of the Santa Cru2 Islands] a man respected and obeyed 
his father's sister, and there was also to a certain extent com¬ 
munity of goods. There, however, a woman had no voice in 
deciding whom her brother’s son should marry, though, the 
decision once made, it was her duty to help her nephew to 
pay for his wife* In Santa Cruz [the main island of the group 
of that name] the father’s sister took a newly-bom child from 
its mother on the third day after birth* She chose a wife for 
her nephew, and made contributions on variO'US occasions in 
his lifeh 

Rivers then discusses this evidence from various points of 
view, and concludes the discussion by saying that “there is 
thus a consensus of evidence pointing first to the functions of 
the father’s sister being of relatively recent development, and 
secondly to their close connection with her former position as 
a potential wife”®* 

He engages in a further discussion which I do not propose 
to follow in detail ; but 1 will draw attention to a few matters 
with which it deals* ^vers points out that there would still 
have to be explained the fact that the right of veto [of a man’s 
marriage] should rest w'ith his father’s sister, and not w^th 
other potential wives, and that there were other functions of 
the father's sister which her position as a potential wife docs 
not explain. The continement of these matters to the father’s 

* Rivers, vol. ir, pp. i6tj 

' Ibid, pp* i6a sq. 
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sisterj to the exclusion of aJl the other potential wives, is 
associated by him with the growing recognition of the relation 
of a father to his child, and the exceptional position of his 
sister as a member of the opposite and more or hostile 
moiety of a dual people [that is, of course, in relation to the 
child and not the 6ther], while at the same time a near relative. 
As the father acc^uired more and more power in connection 
with his child, it is to be expected that he would put into the 
hands of his sister those functions which should he performed 
by a woman* We have evidence, he says, that it is the duty 
of the members of one moiety to help those of the other, 
especially at such epochs as birth, initiation and death; and 
he suggests that any such functions as fell to the lot of 
women of the opposite moiety were, as the father acquired 
increased power, placed by mm in the hands of his sister, 
and thus her many functions in connection with ceremonial 
would arise^. 

Rivers says that another factor which might explain certain 
features of the relation between a woman and her brother's 
child is the practice of avoidance between brother and sister* 
When a child becomes aware of the fact that his father scrupu¬ 
lously avoids his sister, this might well lead to an emotion of 
awe on the part of the child in connection with its father's 
sister, which would account for the special respect paid to this 
relative. In other words, the relation between a woman and 
her brother's child would be a secondary consequence of the 
avoidance between brother and sister; and if so, th^re would 
be evidence that this avoidance had had a wider ^stribution 
in past Melanesian society than it has at present* This, however, 
w'ould only explain the respect paid to the father's sister, and 
would not account for the many other functions of this relative* 
It does not seem likely that the brother and sister avoidance 
has played any essential part in the genesis of these functions, 
though it may in some cases have contributed to enhance the 
respect already due to the father's sister for other reasons* Then 
again, after further discussing the matter, he says that it is 
possible that the connection of these duties and privileges [of 
the father's sister] with the more limited relationship has been 
due to the later development of a more collective custom; but 
taken in conjunction with other facts already mentioned [by 
him] this character of the functions of the father's sister sug- 

* Ibid. pp. 160^4. 
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gests that they came into being after individual had been 
clearly distinguished from classification relationship^ 

I have tried to state what were the underlying ideas upon 
which, according to ethnological opinion, were, or may have 
been, based the relationships of mother’s brother, sister and 
father’s sister respectivelv, regarding these as three separate 
and distinct categories, which, indeed, they seem to have been 
— at all events to some extent; but a consideration of the 
detailed e\ 4 dence to which I have referred makes it clear, 
I think, that many of the practices of which writers tell us 
can hardly be assumed to come under one category only, and 
that even when a custom seems to come primarily under one 
categor)', it is sometimes conceivably possible that this custom, 
or pan of it, was based or partly based upon ideas that come 
within another category . I propose to go through the Samoan 
evidence to show that this seems to be so. 

Taking first the relationship of a sister to her brother, the 
practices of restraint as between a brother and his sister to 
which I have referred in this chapter may well have been based 
merely on sexual avoidance; but I \\ill say a few words as to 
the evidence that has appeared in the chapter on matrilineal 
descent. It seems clear that this points to something more 
than mere sexual avoidance. I draw attention to statements 
concerning the sacred character of the sister in relation 
to her brother; as to the powers which she possessed; as 
to the submission he had to show to her; as to her pre¬ 
rogatives oyer him; as to his duty of fulfilling her wishes in 
matters which obviously applied to him personally; as to her 
powers over him at council meetings and concerning matters 
relating to the family; and as to the way in which her powers, 
or some of them, appear to have passed to her children, so as 
to be exercised by her and them over him and his children, 
and to have so continued that generations afterw'ards her 
descendants had some degree of authority over his. I have 
suggested that the origin of all this has been matrilineal 
descent. Here we have two examples of possible misinter¬ 
pretation of the evidence; for submission of her brother to 
her children might have been based upon the idea of family 
relarionship between a person and his mother’s brother as 
distinguished from his father; and submission of the brother’s 
children to his sister might have been connected with the 

‘ Riven, HJifJS, vol. ii, pp. 164 s<j. 
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rights of a father’s sister. On the other hand, submission by 
his children to her children does not come obviously within 
cither of these systems; but it would be in accord with the 
idea of superiority of a sister to a brother, which passed to 
their respective descendants in the way disclosed in the chapter 
on matrilineal descent. 

The evidence to which I have referred in this chapter as td 
the attitude of a man towards his mother’s brother, or much 
of it, might be quite indepiendent of the origin to which the 
relationship of a person with his mother’s brother is generally 
attributed. It might, if, as appears to have been the case, the 
sanctity and powers of a sister over her brother were, as such, 
shared by her children, have its origin in the brother and sister 
relationship; and if, as Pritchard says, the rights of a pierson 
could be asserted, not only as against his maternal uncle, 
but as against that uncle’s children, it would not be con> 
sistent with the conception of the origin of the mother’s brother 
relationship. Stanley's indication that the willingness of the 
uncle to be despoil^ by his nephew was due to his fear of 
the curse of his sister (the nephew’s mother) introduces a 
feature to which I have referred in the chapter on matrilineal 
descent, suggesting that it might be attributed to the superior 
sanctity of the sister, and the consequent dangerous character 
of her curse; it is not a feature of our conception of the mother’s 
brother relationship. The right of the son of the sister of the 
father of a bridegroom, to have what was evidently a s|>edally 
fine mat may be compared with the right, referred to in the 
chapter on matrilineal descent, of a sister to have a specially 
fine mat on her brother’s accession to the title; and if the latter 
right may, as I have suggested, be attributed to the recognition 
of a possible superior right of a sister’s son to the succession 
on the death of the brother, the former may perhaps have had 
a similar origin, and here again we have Hood’s reference to 
the fear of the sister’s curse. I may point out as to this matter 
that the marriage of the chiePs son, and possible successor, 
would be an important event, and the demand for the fine mat 
might be based upon an ever outstanding possible claim to the 
succession by the son of the chiefs sister, which had to be 
bought out by generous gifts on important family occasions. 
We have seen, in the chapter on matrilineal descent, evidence 
of a continuing outstanding possible claim by the descendants 
of a sister against those of a brother, which had to be bought 
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out with a mat, and it may be that this claim was used as a 
weapon for levying, on important occasions, a sort of blackmaih 
I do not understand what is Stuebel's ejcact meaning when he 
refers to possible alternative claimants for mats; but I will 
assume that the tamosa^ to whom he refers, was the son of the 
sister of the chief's father. If this was so, his meaning seems 
to be that this relation had the first claim to mats, w'hilst the 
next claim was that of the children of the chiefs own sister; 
and that, if there was no tamasaj these children had the first 
claim. In that case it appears that the chief might have to 
meet a double claim, one being that of the son of his father*s 
sister, and the other by the children of his own sister. 

It is easy to understand that, as the niatemal uncle, and not 
the father, was, with matrilineal descent, the true family rela¬ 
tion of his nephew or niece, the uncle would hold a sort of 
parental relationship tow-ards his nephew, with the paternal 
rights and duties which this involved. Such a relationship 
would explain rights, W'hich have been observed in various 
places, of the mother’'3 brother to control the conduct of his 
nephew when young, and to require personal service by him 
and other things of a similar character, and duties in con¬ 
nection w'ith his up-bringing and providing, under certain 
conditions, for his wants, and a special degree of personal 
association between the tw'o. It seems quite inadequate, how¬ 
ever, to explain the extraordinary' rights of the nephew to 
appropriate his maternal uncle*s belongings, such as prevailed 
in Fiji and Samoa. I have therefore referred to evidence from 
Melanesia (other than Fiji) and Melanesian New Guinea, to 
see to w'hat extent this right of appropriation has been found 
there. Codrington, after referring to the extraordinary rights 
of the vasu in Fiji, says that the corresponding right was much 
less conspicuous and important in the Melanesian islands west 
of Fiji; though it was a matter of course that the nephew should 
look to his mother's brother for help of every kind, and that 
the uncle should look upon his sister s son as his special care^. 
Rivers, however, reports that a man could appropriate anything 
belonging to his mother's brother in the Banks Islands^; and 
in Vanikolo of the Santa Cruz Islands®, and that in the Reef 
islands a man and his mother's brother shared each other's 

^ CodringtOin, p. 34. 

■ Rivcni, r/JVf.S. vo\. t, p. 37^ 

* Ibtd. p. ^2$. 
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possessions^. According to Sctigman, among the Koita people 
of British New Guinea a man and his maternal uncle had a 
mutual right of borro^sing each other's things^; and among 
the Wagawaga and Tubetube people of eastern New Guinea, 
a man would not grumble tf his sister's child borrowed his gear 
during his absence, or helped himself to his garden produce^* 
Apparently, then, this right of appropriation, or at least of 
borrowing, the property of a mother's brother was not con-» 
hned in Melanesia to Fiji. It is possible, I suppose, that the 
right was based upon, or had its origin in, the idea of community 
of ownership, such as is reported from the Reef Islands, and 
perhaps implied by the mutual right of borrowing among the 
Koita people; but this explanation would not account for the 
one-sided rights of the nephew, as against his maternal uncle, 
as they appear to have existed in Fiji, the Banks Islands, 
Vanibolo, perhaps in parts of eastern New Guinea, and in 
Samoa» 

A possible explanation, so far as Samoa is concerned, of the 
right of a nephew to pillage his maternal uncle w'ould be that 
it is comparable with the right of a sister or sister's son to 
make demands for mats, being a day to day exercise of the 
system of blackmail which I have suggested, and to which the 
uncle would submit in order to retain her friendship, notwith¬ 
standing her son's possible prior right to succession, and thus 
avoid her terrible curse"*. It must be remembered, however, 
that the explanation of the giving of these mats w^hich, 1 have 
proposed, w'as based upon the contemporaneous partial survival 
of matrilineal descent and presence of a general system of 
patrilineal succession, the claimant under patrilineal succession 
naving to buy out, as it were, possible claims arising from a 
system of matrilineal descent and succession, which had sur¬ 
vived to a limited extent, it is obvious that, under 3 true 
system of matriiineal descent and succession, the qualification 
for succession on the death of a chief would pass to his sister's 
son, and not to his own, so that no question of compensation 
or buying out by his owm son of his sister's son would arise. 
It follows therefore that, though my sujreested explanation 
seems to be logically consistent, so far as Saunoa is concerned, 

Fbid, p. 330, 

“ p. 67- 

^ Ibid, p. 483. 

* But wc Hocart (Afon, voL. xiiii, pp. 11 who itugifats a totally diffemlt 
ctcplarudon of a aimilor praetke in Fgi. 
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it would not be applicable to the case of the Melanesian islands 
to which I have referred^ unless there also successiion was 
mainly patrilineal} even though descent was matrilineah or 
largely so; and if it is not applicable to these; islands, we must 
hesitate at accepting it for Samoa. 

There is, I think, no doubt that patrilineal succession was 
well developed in Fiji, or parts of Fiji, and probably this would 
be the case at all events in places where the ^asu system was 
prominent* As regards the other Melanesian islands, Rivers, 
having given some information from Pentecost Island, Lepers 
Island and the Banks Islands, says of Melanesia generally, ** It 
thus appears that in so far as hereditary chieftainship exists in 
Melanesia, succession is always in the male line. There is not a 
single instance in which a chief is naturally succeeded by his 
sister's son* Whenever rank is definitely hereditary, succession 
is patrilineal; even in Pentecost and the Banks Islands it is 
patrilineal in so far as it is correct to speak of succession at all. 
It is thus clear that it is only correct to speak of the greater 

C art of Melanesia as matrilineal if the application of that term 
e limited to descent. In the matter of succession the part of 
Melanesia with which I deal is patrilineal throughoutIt 
follow's, therefore, that the system of succession in these Me¬ 
lanesian islands to which I have referred was similar to that of 
Samoa; so the possible objection to my argument is removed*. 
There is another statement by Rivers which I cannot refrain 
from quoting* He says: ** The relationship between a man and 
his mother*s brother f$ very close throughout the Banks Islands, 
In the olden days there is no doubt that the sister*s son would 
have been the heir of his uncle, and w'ould have taken all his 
property', including any objects of magical value; but at the 
present time this has been much modified. There are, even 
now', complicated regulations enjoining certain payments from 
the children of a dead man to his sister's children; but at the 
present time when these payments have once been made, the 
sister's^children have no fuller right to the property of their 
uncle*'** ^I^vers is speaking here of w-hat I am calling “in¬ 
heritance** of property, and not of either descent or succession; 
but the custom for the children of a dead man, on inheriting 
his property, to make payments to the children of his sister, 
evidently for the purpose of satisfying their claim to inheritance, 
based upon the system of matrilineal descent, may be compared 

' Riven. HJit.S. vol. u, pp. 95 * Ibid. voU i, p, 37. 
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with my suggestions as to the meaning of the Samoan practice, 
under which a man, on succeeding to a title, had to give a 
valuable mat to his sister, with which practice I have associated 
that connected with mat giving at a wedding. I point out that 
Riverses account of the former is in principle consistent with 
my suggested explanation of the latter. 

The practice to which Turner refers, but which does not, I 
think, represent the more usual custom, for a man to send his 
daughter with his sister to live as a concubine of her husband, 
is attributed by Turner to the brother's sense of his duty to 
his sister^ Very likely this was so; but if Turner had not 
offered this explanation, we might have been trying to explain 
it as coming within the duties of a daughter to her father*s 
sister* Kramer may be referring to a practice based upon a 
similar idea. 

I have found no reference by any other xvriter to any practice 
such as is suggested by what Stuebel tells us of the dying 
chiefs instructions to his son* Apparently the son himself was 
placed under some duties to the chiefs sister; but it was the 
son's son who was to hand his wife'^s loin apron to the chiefs 
sister and her son* The bride's loin apron was obviously a 
garment of some sexual delicacy* If the bride whose apron 
was to be handed over had been that of the chiefs son himself, 
and it had been given only to the sister I should be tempted to 
think that the duty of handing it to his father^s sister might be 
connected in some wray with a conception^—to quote Rivers's 
comment referred toon a previous page—of her former position 
as a potential wife. The fact that it was the apron of the grand¬ 
son's bride and the reference to the son of the chiefs sister rather 
confuse the issue; but in view of the general state of muddle 
into which some of these relationship matters had developied, 
the connection seems still to have been posribie, though even 
then it is difficult to understand why the sister's son should 
share in the gift. 

The function at a man's funeral of w'hich we are told by 
Kramer and Stair ivas performed by a man's sister, or if there 
were no sister, it was perfonned, according to Stair, by some 
other near relative; and that to which Brown refers was per¬ 
formed by the sister or sister's child. It seems clear that this 
w'as primarily a brother and sister matter, and so cannot be 
associated with Rivers's suggestion as to a duty performed by a 
father's sister as a member of the opposite and more or less 
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hostile moiety. Of course there were no such moieties in 
Samoa; but m considering these matters we must not disregard 
the possibility of systems and customs that had died out long 
ago* leaving their traces behind them. 

Taking the evidence as a whole, and including in it that 
which has appeared in the chapter on matrilineal descent and 
my comments on it, we must, 1 think, recognize that whilst 
there was in Samoa a practice comparable with that of avoid¬ 
ance between brother and sister, the sister was also a very 
important, and indeed sacred person, a fact which I have 
attributed to the idea, based on a lingering partial continuance 
of a system of matrilineal descent, that it was through her, and 
not through her brother, that the kinship descent, carrying 
w'ith it eligibility for succession, passed down to later genera¬ 
tions; and I propose to take this factor as a basis for the con¬ 
sideration of all the evidence. 

I begin with the relationship between a person and his 
mother^s brother. Yen' likely some of the customs and practices 
which the evidence discloses were based upon, or had their 
origin in, the conception of the uncle^s paternal relationship to 
hia aiater*s children which w’as involved by matri lineal descent, 
and it is possible that the story of the ailing chief who was 
attended by his mother^s brother is an example of some sur¬ 
vival of the perforn^nce by the latter of his quasi-parental 
duties, notwithstanding the greatly-advanced position of the 
father. So also the claims against a man which could be made 
by his sister*s son may be associated with the same original 
relationship practices up to a point; but the extraordinary 
powers which a sister’s son is reported to have had of pillaging, 
and levying what I have called blackmail upon his uncle, can 
hardly be explained in this way. The practical relationship, 
under matri lineal descent, between a man and fiis mother's 
brother is, as I understand the view's of ethnologists on the 
matter, simply one under which the paternal rights and obliga¬ 
tions rested with the unde, and not with the father; and 
as 1 know' of no custom under which a son could pillage 
his father, when recognized as being such in the full kinslnp 
sense of the word, I cannot see why he should, under the 
system w'e are discussing, be able to do this as against the 
uncle as his kinship father* If I am justified in taking this view 
we must look for some other explanation of the matter, and I 
again suggest that this is to be found in the sanctity accorded 
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to a man^s sister^ and the powers and privileges she possessed 
as against him, based upon a lingering ancient belief that it 
was through her, and not through him that the family kin¬ 
ship, with all that it involved, passed dov\'n to subsequent 
generations. 

The adoption of this explanation seems to remove some 
perplexities involved by the evidence. We can, on this basis, 
understand the evidence of which the combined effect is that 
the relative sanctity and the powers and prit^leges of a sister 
over her brother were shared by her children, and pre\Tiiled, 
not only as against him, but against his children also, which 
evidence may ne compared with the evidence that has appeared 
in the chapter on matriiineal descent that her powers over and 
rights against him sometimes continued for generations as be¬ 
tween their respective descendants. 

Turning now to the question of the relationship of a person 
to his or her father’s sister, there is no evidence from Samoa 
pointing to a probable connection of this relationship with a 
conception, or the traces of a past conception, of that sister as 
a potential wife, unless, indeed, we can so regard the statement 
as to the loin cloth of the young man’s wife, and this is com¬ 
plicated by the inclusion or the aunt^s son with herself as being 
entitled to receive it* The absence of this evidence does not, 
how^ever, militate in the slightest degree against Rivers’s sug¬ 
gested explanation, because, in view of the advanced state of 
the social systems in Samoa, it might well be that any practices 
that had pointed in the direction he suggests had died out* 
I do not for a moment question the accuracy of Rivers’s hypo¬ 
thesis, w'hich is based on Melanesian data, and his discussion 
of them, w'hich I have not quoted here; and if his explanation 
is right as regards Melanesia, w'e may well expect that it would 
apply to Samoa also* 

I suggest, however, that $0 far as Samoa is concerned, it is 
not the only explanation. It is clear that, according to Rivers’s 
views, the person w'ho stood in this special relationship to his 
father's sister would have to be one with whom it would be 
proper for her to marry, that is (with naatrilineal descent) the 
nephew. I do not think Rivers contemplates the continuation 
of this special relationship with the father’s sister to generations 
subsequent to that of her nephew'; nor, indeed, do i see how 
he could do so, as vrith a definite dual system, some males of 
these generations W'ould and some would not be of the group 
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other than hers; and when we are dealing in Samoa, not with 
a dual system, but with one of mere group or local exogamy, 
and still more when that system* whatever it may once have 
been, seems to have disappeared to some extent^ and to have 
become confused by a considerable development of patrilineal 
descent, perhaps by a widening out of the restrictive net 
of prohibition under rules against incest, it is obvious that we 
can only treat the subject from a broad and general point of 
view* 


What I suggest is that, even if we accept Riverses potential 
wife hypothesis as a factor with w'hich the special relationship 
between a Tvoman and her brother's son must be associated, 
much of the Samoan evidence points to practices which we can 
hardly explain in this way, but which may have arisen from 
the superior position of a woman, as compared with that of her 
brother, which has already been discussed. In considering the 
evidence I shaD have to refer ag^n to statements that I have 
mentioned already. The submission which a brother had to 
offer to his sister w'as extended to her children and was im¬ 
posed on his children, and there is no suggestion that the ques¬ 
tion of absence of kinship with her entered into the matter" 
neither is there any suggestion that it was necessarily a matter 
of submission by a male to a female. The specially fine mat 
that had to be ^ven at a ivedding w'ant, not to the father's 
sister, but to that sister s sonj and indeed the general evidence 
as to these mats, including that appearing in the chapter on 
matrilineal descent, shows that tlie claimant of a mat might, in 
the case of descendants of a brother and sister, be a man* The 
loin cloth was given not merely to the sister of the chief but to 
her and her son. It is dear therefore that the evidence on these 
matters does not indicate that the rights and duties disclosed 
were necessarily between people of different kinship groups or 
of opposite sexes, whilst on the other hand the practices referred 
to might be explained by my suggestion of the superiority of 
uie w'oman under a 3>^tem of matrilineal descent; and I am 
inclined to re^d this as an origin, though not necessarily the 

only origin, of the duties of a Samoan to his or her father's 
sister* 

Rive^, m A'seussing the relationship between a man and 
his father s sister, refers, as we have seen, to the avoidance 
between the father and the sister, and to the emotion of awe 
on the part of his child to wbch this would lead, and which 
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would account for the special respect which he paid to her, 
though it would not explain her other functions. I quite agree 
that ^s might well account for special respect; but I point out 
that in Samoa the boy would observe, not oi^y that his father 
had to behave himself with propriety in his sister’s presence, 
and may at one time have had to avoid her, but that he also 
had to obey her, and had even to submit to her children, and 
that the boy himself and his brothers and sisters had to do so 
also, all of which would add very materially to this sense of 
awe. It seems probable that any special acts of respect and 
submission which a person had to show to his father’s sister 
must be attributed mainly to this, and not merely to the 
observation of acts of avoidance. 

We have seen that Rivers suggests that the relation in Me¬ 
lanesia between a woman and her brother’s child might be a 
secondary consequence of the avoidance between brother and 
sister. My sug^tion, as regards Samoa, is that, though the 
question of avoidance may have had some influence, the prac¬ 
tices which we have been discussing must be attributed mainly 
to the relative sanctity of the sister and her powers over her 
brother and the continuance of the latter as between their 
descendants, all of which I have attributed to matrilineal descent. 

It is probable that much of the confusion in the evidence on 
all these matters is due to the way in which the Samoans seem 
sometimes to have continued the powers of a sister over her 
brother, and applied them as between her and his successors, 
and, as regards relationship terms, to the overlapping of 
generations. My meaning as to the latter is that in any one 
generation there may have been a specific named relationship 
between A and B, one of them being called, say, the tamasa, 
and that this person, surviving over a second generation, 
continued often to be called by that name, though there was 
another person of the second generation to whom alone it 
would apply as between him and someone else. 

Tamasa and ilamutu 

I now propose to say something about the two terms tamasa 
and ilamutu^ the evidence as to the respective meanings of 
which is, as we have seen, somewhat confusing. 

The term tamasa is defined by Pratt as meaning the children 
of a sister. Kramer gives the same definition, but says the 
term was used especially for her son. Pritchard identifies it 
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with the tamaha of Tonga and the vasu of Fiji, and says it 
meant a nephew on the mother*s side—^mcaning evidently a 
sister*s son* Brown says the term was practically the same as 
the vasu of Fiji, except that in the latter case it seemed to 
have a wider rangCj as a man of Fiji might be vam to a whole 
town or district, I may as regards this qualification, that 
the extension of the functions of a vastt of Fiji, as compared 
with those of a sister's son, in other parts of Melanesia is 
associated by Rivers [he is only speaking of Melanesia] with a 
case in whidi the uncle was a chief, and the privileges of the 
tmsu applied to all his relatives and subjects, and he says the 
difference was probably due to the excessive development in 
Fiji, as compared with other parts of Melanesia, of the import¬ 
ance and powers of the chieP* 

The references by Pritchard and Brown to the Fijian vasu 
ipke it desirable that I should say something alxmt this rela^ 
tionship, Thomson explains the meaning of the term to be the 
relationship of a man to the clan of his mother®. Hocart refers 
to the irresistible right fzjfljw) of a sister's son^. Rivers speaks 
of the rights of a sister^ son or vasu^, Codrington discusses 
the extraordinary rights of the vasu^ or sister's son, over his 
maternal uncle*. I may say that the term is well known and is 
often used by writers on Fiji to indicate the reladonsbip of a 
man to his mother's brother and the people of the latter. 
Turning now to the rights ivhich this vtisu remtionship gives to 
a man, the right of a to plunder his mother's relations is 
also well known and is referred to incidentally by several writers, 
and is w'ell described in its most extensive form by Thomson 
Hocart refers to the sending to sue with an enemy for peace of 
a man w'ho, as sister's son, was safe among his mother's people, 
and was sure, by virtue of the irresistible right (mju) to obtain 
what he asked for^, a use of the vasu relationship which may 
be compared with what we have been told (by Pritchard) of the 
power in Samoa of a tamma to procure peace with his mother's 
relations, and (|by Pratt) of the appointment by a tuimanu^a of 
his son by a Fitiuta woman as peacemaker for Fitiuta. 

It seems that the reported rights and powers of a Fijian 
sister's son were essentially the same, though they may have 
been extended more w'idely, as those of a sister's son in Samoa. 

P" * 5 ^" * Thomion, Fijiaru, p. 75. 

Ho«rt*y.^./. vo], XLIJI, p. iiS, « Rivers, vol. ii, p. 156. 


' Codringtcoi, p. 34. 

’ Hocart, vcS. xuri, p, 118. 


Thonwen, Fijiansy p, 75. 
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In Fiji the relationship of this son to her people was called vasu ; 
what was the n^e for that relationship in Samoa? There are 
statements that it was tamasat and we may almost assume that 
such an important and far-reaching relationship would be known 
by a definite term. There is also, bearing in mind the element 
of sanctity,and the great f)ower in Samoa of a sister, a probability 
that tamasa, meaning “sacred child,” was the name that indi¬ 
cated that relationship. I think, therefore, that tamasa meant a 
sister's son, and perhaps included her other children. 

A comparison of the statements of the several writers leads 
me to suggest that the term ilamutu was probably founded on 
the relationship between a brother and sister, but was extended 
downwards, so as to include the relationship between the 
descendants of a brother and those of his sister, the term ilamutu 
being perhaps applied specially to the latter. We shall see that 
in Tonga and the Marquesas the term seems to have been 
applied to the sister's child of either sex, and in Tikopia to 
her son. 

I have drawn attention to the piossible confusion involved 
in an attempt to associate certain alleged practices solely with 
any one of the three relationships of brother and sister, father's 
sister and mother's brother. This po^ible source of uncertainty 
will be found in evidence collect^ in other islands. 
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CHAPTER XIX 


SPECIAL RELATIONSHIP MATTERS 
AND TERMS (CoNTiNt®D) 


TONGA 


Relationship terms 

T he following are a number of Tongan relationship terms, 
collected from Baker’s and P^re A. C.’s dictionaries and 
from Rivers’s material^. 


Okoana. A tpouae, a married person*; a wife or husband, a partner*, a 
wife*. Unoho. Husband, wife, spouse (f. or m.), marriage, a pair, a couple 
(m. and f.)*; a husband or wife*. An old disused term for either husband or 
wife*. I have found no terms for husband and wife, as distinguished from 
one another. 

Tamai. A father*; father, paternal uncle*; father and father’s brother, and 
other men of their generation according to the tisual rules of the classificatory 
system. Also the husbands of the mother's sister and of the father’s sister. 
It is also applied by a man to the father of his wife, and by a woman to the 
father of her husband. The real father might be distinguished from the other 
relatives to whom the same term is appli^ by the expression tamai 
Ala, he'u and lei, all meant father^. 

Fae, Mother**; mother, aunt**; mother, mother’s sister, and the wives of 
the father’s brother and of the mother’s brother; also the mother of the 
husband or wife; the mother's brother is also sometimes so called**. Ala and 
sina both used for mother**. Fehuku. Real mother**. 

Matua. Parents, old people**; ancestors, seniors, old people, grandfather, 
also name given to parents (father and mother)**. Tupuanga. Origin, cause, 
source, beginning, ancestors, father**. 

Foka, A son*®; son, nephew of paternal uncle**. Applied by a man to his 
son, and also to the son of his brother, or of others whom he would call 
brother**. Tama. A boy, a child**; a boy, a young man, a child, a son—with 
reference to his mother or aunt only**; used by a woman for her son and for 
her sister’s son; the sons of her husband's brothers would also be called by 
this name**. 


* Rivers, HMS. vol. i, pp. 364 
~ ‘ * Smi 


* Baker. 

* Pire A. C. 
■ Baker. 

** Pire A. C. 
** Rivers. 

»’ Baker. 

•• Baker. 

** Baker. 


imith, 7 J*JS. voI. xi, p. 

* Baker. 

• Pirr A. C. 

»• Baker. 

“ Pire A. C. 

*• Pire A. C. 

« Pire A. C. 

•* Pire A. C. 


* Pire A. C. 
169. 

* Riv'ers. 

*• Rivers. 

** Pere A. C. 
*• fbid 


*• Ibid. p. 284. 
“ Rivers. 

“ Rivers. 
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OfefiM. A daughter! i a daughter (with respect to the father only)* TiwAijie 
A daughter frem say t^ for the mother)* O/e/™. The term for daughter, 

by both men and women, and applied according to the same ndW as 
Jona and tama*, 

TamosU A cj^ld or girl*. Fatum. Used generally for a child, cither 

children of different parents ini¬ 
tially , Faka lo cause/' and is also used as a prefic aignifying 

a^r the ma^r of i to the whole word suggests, the wide genend meaning 
or Its appucatton to children. “ 

^ stoi^ch, son, daughter, child of a king*. A child 

of rank . Faleah Children of the the family or children of the 

nttlonga and tamaha^^, 

FaUtama, Children of the same father but of different mothei^, or of the 
same mother and ^fferent father^i* Fakq/aletama. A term applied to the 
quarrelling of children hy the same father hut different mothcisi* I have 
int^uc^ this for comparison with the previous word. f/Ao. The umbilical 
cord, pith j m^w, pith, umbilical cord ^ applied to those who arc brothers 
or sistem bv {de} the mother (Aw-toAo, they have only the one same mother ' 
^ ftmi-tiiAo brothers and sisters by (de) the same mother)i*. Uhtftahabe* 
A te^ “ppa^d to children of the same mother^-. Fftofdngataha. Sisters or 
brothers by (ifc) one same mot her* ^ fieutaha. To he of one father!^ I draw 
attCTbon to nw translation of the French de into "by^'; a tTiinalatiDn into 
at would offer an alternauve which would completely change the meanints 
of ije whole definitions, but I think 1 am right as to the In tendon. 

Toktnia. A brother, a sister^; brother, cousin, second, equal, fellow oom- 
pamon (when there are only two)*, Tithtma-ihe fona. Brother-in-law, sister- 
tndaw , TofeoM, Used by a man for hie brother, and by a woman for her 
Bister;^ apphi^ lo ,he corresponding way by persons of the same sex to 
the children of the father's brother, of the father's sister, of the mother's 
brother and of the mother's sister. It is thus used for all cousins, whether 
they ^ related through the father or through the mother. The husbands of 
two sifltcrs. Of the wives of two brothcra, also caU one another toAovu”. 


P^re A. C. gives the following terms as meaning brother, 
fetokinpataha, fototekina^ iaokete^ tehina^ takoua, iuoTtgaan^ 
and uho^ and the following as meaning sister, fetokin^iaha, 
tehina and itiofejitje, I point out that he has given a more 
speeific meaning for Jelomr^ala^mj and gives them (see below) 

to some others; so it is clear they are not all general 
terms. 

He and Balter give the following terms as haWng more 
specific meanings. 


! Biker. 

* P^re A. C. 

• Pere A. C, 
Baker. 

Ibid. 

’’ Per* A. C„ 
* A, C, 


P* 


t 


to6. 


Fire A. C. 

‘ Rivers, 

* Baker. 

Pferc A. C. 
“ P 4 re A. C. 
'• Baker. 

” Baker. 


* rtid. 


■ Riv'crs. 
Baker. 

P^rc A. C, 
Baker. 

“ Baker. 

Ibid. 

“ Rivera. 
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Tuongaan^, A brother {used only by a Eiater)^ i brother (with respect to the 
sifiier)'. Tuo/f/ine (or A sister [usm only by a brother)*;; sister 

(with respect to the brother)*, Taoketje^ An elder brother or sister*; eldest 
(male and female) of boys with respect to boys, and nf girb with respect to 
girls". Tthimt. A younger brother or sister^; brother or sister (younger), 
fxiusins (the youngest brother of a sister, the youngest sister of a brother)'^, 
Fototihina. Younger brothers or oousins (males)'; plural, younger brothers— 
only used for more than two brothers*®. Smith says that iifuna meant a 
younger brother of a brother, and, he believed, a younger sister of a sister* 

Rivers defines some of these brother and sister terms^® as 
follows; 

Taukeit and tehina. Terms for elder and youn^r brother (iVLSd and for 
elder and younger sister (W.$*)*•. In the family in the limited sense these 
terms are applied according to the relative a^ of the persons themselves, but 
for more distant relatives their correct use depends on the teapeedve ages of 
their parents; thus a man would call the son of bis father's younger brother 
uJuna^ even if the latter were older than himsdf, and similarly in the case of 
children of a brother and sister. At the present time the evpressiona tokaun 
iaJti and tokoua m are often used in place of tatiJute and tehina, but the latter 
words are those proper to the old Tongait systems, according to my (Rivers’a) 
infonnants. Tmt^Oime. Used by a woman of her brother. Tmfa^. Used 
by a man of his sister, Both and tuajafmi are used according to the 

same rules as tokoua \ hut the terms tmiiitti and tehirsa are never used between 
men and women. 


TTie following w'ords are defined thus: 

AfiheMtanga^ An aunt**; paternal aunt**; the father's sister and others whom 
the father would call sister. Her husband is 

Tuasina. An uncle*^; a maternal unclc^"; mother's brother and others whom 
the mother would call brother**. 

Nephew nr niece of the patema] aunt, children of brothers with 
respect to the sisters*®. The term, reciproca] to jTteheMianga, applied by a 
woman to the child, son or daughter, of her brother'*. 

FdTunn^a. The c^ldrcn of a brother living or brought up by his sister**. 

Fahu. Sister's child, the male or fenude descendant of the sister". 

llimtutu. A niece or nephew"; nephew, niece, Bister's child"; applied by a 
man to the child, whether son or daughter, of hia aister- it is also in the 
classihcatory sense for the children of any w'Oman who would be called sister". 

Tamaha. This word is identical, interchanging the consonant according to 
rule. With the Samoan iamoia. It is not mentiDtied by either Pere A, C, or 
Rivers, and the only meaning Baker gives to it is "a spiritual high priestess.*' 

• Baker, p. r97. * Fire A. C. p. aSj* ’ Baker. * Fire A* C* 

'Baker. ‘PireA. C. * Baker. 

• P^re A. C. (the oousin explanation does not seem dear). 

• Baker, " Fire A, C. '* Smith, voh kt, p. 169, 

*• Three of them are apdt by Rivera differently, but they are evidently the same. 

" M -S. means " man spealang,'' and W.S, means *' woman speaking *' (Rivera, 

HJU.S. vol-1, p, 14), 

“ Baker, p, 158. » Fire A. C. p, 30+. w 

Baker. » Ptre A. C. » Rivera, 

“ Fire A. C- ** Rivera. ** Biker, p. 78, 

*> Fire A. C, ** Baker. “ Fire A. C, Sivenl, 
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I refer to the word here, however, aa it will appear in subsequent p^c$> 
Ftson was told in a letter by the J, E. MouJton of the Wesleyan Mts$iion 
in Tonga that the title of tumaha was usually home by one female of the very 
highest rank, vtho was chosen from among those of a cenain royal lineage. 
Mr Moulton eaid he believed that the derivation of the term was fama (a 
child), and ha (apparent). He said the son of the tamafia was called the 
tarrui-t^uhala-^K very tip-top, the end and consummation of all things, 
towards whom all ranks and titles ctmver^. And if the tama-tmhala had 
a son, he was no mortal; he was the eiki —the god himself, the Lord par 
e^tilencey the BaaJ of the Baalim^. 

Kui* Grandparents*; grandfather, grandmother*; the term applies to all 
grandparents, both male and female, and to other relatives of their gencradon^, 

Makapitna, Grandchildren®; children of grandchildren, descendants*. 
Afoi^opjf^. Grandchildren, nephew's children, grandson, granddaughter, 
grandnephw, grandniece’; grandchild, the child of either son or wife". It 
seems p^ible that these may really be the same word. 

AIatitpuh\ The wife's brother and sister's husband {.M.S,)*, 

Afflfl. Husband's sister and brother's wife (W.S.)*". 

Brother and sister 

I have not found any clear-cut reference to brother and 
sister avoidance in Tonga. Mariner, it is true, says every chief 
paid the greatest respect to his eldest sister, which he showed 
by never entering into the house where she hved'^ What 
Mariner observed might be merely brother and sister avoid¬ 
ance; but his confinement of his statement to the eldest sister 
suggests that perhaps he is also touching the question of the 
special respect a man had to show to a sister, which I have 
discussed in connection with matnlineal descent'^. 

Reiter narrates a tradition, which had been obtained in the 
middle of last century from a very old Tongan chief, who said 
that it had come down to him from his ancestors. It refers to 
a series of births of boys and girls from a stone, and subsequent 
marriages and births, to which were attributed the origin of 
some of their gods; and the point to which I draw attention Ls 
that out of six marriages of which the story speaks three were 
betw’een successive pairs of twin children of the stone, and 
another was between the two children of one of these pairs of 
twins. In each of these four cases therefore the belief was that 
a man had married his own true sister^Another version of 

^ Fison, J.AJ. vol. x,j3. 34S note. 

* Baker. " Ptre A* C. * Rivtrj. * Baker. 

* Pirc A. C. Jbid, * RJvert, ► 

Ibid. “ Marirner, vol. u, p. 135, 

There i» a starement that in Snrn 04 the of a nephew to take his uncle's 
property wm eoolincd to the child of his eldat sister (Stanley, Folk4are, vol. 
wii, p. 7&), 

^ Reiter, Anthrop. vol. tJ, pp, 330-7, 
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this tradition is given by Caillot^. The story of course a 
mythj and its present interest is derived from the fact that it 
discloses an idea that in the distant past brothers and sisters 
had miirried. This does not authorize us to say that probably 
they had done so, but we may regard the possibility that any 
relatively recent practices of avoidance may have been associated 


in the minds of the people with traditions of this sort. 
Mother's broiher and fath&r^s sister 


As regards the relationship between a child and his mother's 
brother, Pritchard says that the term tamafia referred to a 
sister's children, who could appropriate an>^hing belonging to 
their maternal uncles and them offspring^. P^re A. C, says 
that the fohu or sister's son had the right to take all he wished 
from his maternal uncle, and his descendants could do so from 
those of the unde^. These statements indicate an extension of 
the rights of the duldren so as to be exercisable by their 
descendants, and against those of the unde (as in Samoa), and 
thus take the matter beyond what is involved by the ordinary 
conception of the relationship. Rivers gives more detailed Infor¬ 
mation. He says that the mother's brother was " the same as a 
ser\^ant to his sister's son. He had to listen to the boy all the 
time/' The son was specially honoured by his maternal unde, 
and could take anything he liked from that uncle's place, his pig, 
his canoe, or anything else; and no objection would be raised. 
It has even been said that a man would be very glad to see his 
nephew take any of his goods. A man looked after his sister's 
son while he was young, and, when the latter wrent to his 
unde's house, he could do as he chose, and was subject to no 
restrictions on his conduct, such as aJTected him, as will be 
seen presently, when he \Tsited his father's sister. A boy had 
not to be spi^ially obedient to his maternal uncle; if the boy's 
father told him to do anything, he would do it; but, if told by 
his uncle, he would do it or not as he pleased. There were no 
restrictions on conversation betw'een the boy and his maternal 
uncle; nor was there any prohibition on the use of his name. 
There Rivers found no evidence that the mother's brolier 
would take any special ppt in ceremonial connected with his 
nephew, either in connection with naming, incision or marriage. 



* Pritchard, p. 393. 
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A woman also could take anything from the house of her 
maternal uncle, and had the same nghts and privileges as her 
brother. If the sister was older than the brother, then her 
children were even more highly honoured*. 

The special relationship between a person and his or her 
father’s sister is perhaps suggested by the use of certain terms 
with reference to it. According to Baker fanounga is the term 
applied to the children of a brother living with, or brought up 
by his sister*, and bamnga meant property presented by a 
nephew’ or niece to an aunt, including every kind of Tongan 
treasures*. In the latter case I do not doubt that it w’as the 
paternal aunt, though this is not stated. It is, however, from 
Rivers that w’e have actual information on the matter. He says 
the relationship between a child and its father’s sister may be 
described as the reverse of the one above explained. Just as 
the mother’s brother had to honour her child, so the child had 
to honour its father’s sister; and she could take anything from 
the child. A man honoured his father’s sister more than any 
other relative, even more than his father or his father’s elder 
brother; and it w’as believed in the old time that, if anyone 
oifended his father’s sister, he would die. The father’s sister 
usually arran^d the marriaM of her nephew or could veto one 
arranged by uie parents or by the man himself; the man, even 
at the present time, would usually take the woman whom his 
father’s sister wished him to marry. There were many restric¬ 
tions on the intercourse of a man with his father’s sister; he 
might talk to her, and address her by name; but he might not 
eat in the same place w'ith her, nor eat anything which she had 
carried. He would not sit on her bed; and if she came into a 
house in which he w’as present, he would at once go out. The 
father’s sister also arranged the marriage of her brother’s 
daughter, and might take any of her possessions; Rivers found 
no evidence that the aunt took any part in ceremonial con¬ 
nected with her nephew; but at a feast held on the occasion of 
the first menstruation of her niece she took the chief part, and 
the menstrual blood w’as ^ven to her on a piece of bark cloth 

As regards the restrictions, to which Rivers refers, placed 
upon the intercourse between a man and his father’s sister, 
the avoidance by the man of the woman is of the character 
which we assoaate with the relationship of a man to his 

* Riven, >*ol. 1, pp. 366 sq. * Baker, p. 78. 

• Ibid. p. 23. • Riven, voI. i, pp. 367 sq. 
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own sister, which is general!y supposed to be based on the 
idea that, being of the same group, they must not marry or 
have sexual intercourse with each other. It is difficult to see, 
on the basis of Rivers's hypothesis as to the father's sister being 
a potential wife^ how the need for avoidance could arise be- 
txveen her nephew and her. I may say, however, that Rivers 
refers to Melanesian customs of avoidance between persons^— 
he is speaking of relatives by marriage—of the same sex^ which 
point to the practice of avoidance as haring had some other 
origin than that of mere sexual taboo \ and he suggests a con¬ 
nection between avoidances and a condition of hostility between 
members of two moieties^* This is a matter which 1 cannot 
discuss, as affecting Polynesia; but I may point out that Rivers's 
potendal wife hypothesis is founded on the fact that, with 
matrilineal descent, the father’s sister would belong to a group 
other than that of the nephew, so it is, I suppose, possible 
that the nephew’s attitude towards the aunt had originated in 
group avoidance, and not sexual taboo. It would, however, 
even then, seem curious that a man had to avoid his potential 
wife. Then again, if we are to associate with her position as his 
potential wife her right to arrange or veto a proposed marriage 
by him, how are we to explain her right to take the property and 
arrange the marriage of his sister ? It seems to me that, even if we 
recognize her eligibility as a wife of her nephew as an origin of 
her nght to control his marriage, we must also recognize that this 
rjghtof control may have had another origin similar to that of her 
right to control the marriage of his sister; and the only explana^ 
don of the latter w'hich I can suggest is the general controlling 
power, found in Samoa, of a woman and her descendants over 
her brother and his descendants which I have associated wdth her 
superior position under a system of matrilineal descent. Then 
again, one of the acts of avoidance to which Rivers refers ia 
that the nephew might not eat anything the aunt had carried. 
This seems to go somewhat beyond the requirements of sexual 
avoidance; but if we may attribute it to a recognition of her 
sup^ior sanctity, and the infective taboo that arose from it—^a 
subject with which I shall deal in a later chapter—then again 
we should have another Illustration of the conditions whicli, I 
have suggested, were based on matrilineal descent. 

I draw attention to Rivers’s statement that it was believed 
that if anyone offended his father’s sister he would die. We 

^ Riven, vol. IJ, p. 333, 


TONGA 


1^5 

have seen that in Samoa if a man was hindered from taking 
the property of his mother's brother his mother would secure 
compliance by means of her curse; and that requirements by 
sisters of mats had to be met for fear of the sister*s curse; and 
I have associated the fear of a sister's curse with her superior 
position, as compared with her brother, under a system of 
matrilineal de^nt. We may, I think, believe that the Tongan's 
of death if he offended his father's sister was founded on 
his fear of her curse; and if so, it would perhaps be based on the 
brother and sister relationship between his father and her, and 
not on any separate and peculiar relationship between a man 
and his father's sister, 

I now- propose to refer to a number of statements which 
have a bearing on this question of relationship. 

The wife, that is the chief or royal wife of the tuitonga, or 
sacred king, whose son by him would presumably succeed to 
the royal title, had^ to be the daughter of a person who is not 
always described m exactly the same terms. According to 
d’Urville she had to be a member of the family of Tubu, wHch 
family supplied candidates for the offices of iuihaalakalattja and 
tuikanokuholu^, Thomson says the mother of the heir of tvitonga 
had to be the daughter of the tuiftanoktibalit^i so also does 
Home®; and Sarah Farmer says this was the lady whom the 
tmtQT^a had to marry^. There are historical examples of mar¬ 
riages by the iutionga with the daughter of the reigning civil 
king^. In Mariner’s time the tuitortga married the daughter of 
Finau** 1 have already discussed the question of the secular 
kingship of Tonga, including the confusion betiveen the titles 
of iuihaatakalaua and tuikanokubolut and I think the rule must 
have been that the tuitonga married the daughter of the civil 
king or hau, who might be a member of either of these families. 
This is perhaps illustrated by the marriage with the daughter 
of Finau, who^ though not the duly elected hmt of Tonga tabu, 
was the d£ facto ruler of certain islands of the group, and was 
the ruler with w'hom the ttdtonga was then associated. 

This matrimonial rule has no bearing on the general question 
now’ under consideration; but it is the statling-|>oint for sub¬ 
sequent statements, and so has to be mentioned, and I may 
perhaps diverge for a moment to the question of the reason 

' D'Urville^ Vt^^piu. vol. ij, p* 48. ^ Thonwon, p. 292, 

• Home, p. sSl. * S, Fanner, p. i+e. 

• Cook, vof V, p+ 320, Wilfion, p. 247 (I hive no doubt I coutd find otbetf). 

• Mariner, vol. r, p+ D’UrvUle, jlrfro. vol. rv^ p* ga. 
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for the rule. Why had the tuiionga to marry this lady? It will 
be remembered that^ according to traditions* the tuiimiea were 
the original reigning kings of the Tongan islands* that the 
Haatakaiaua fainily was apparently an offshoot of that of the 
tuiiotiga^ and the Kanoktiholu family a subsequent offshoot of 
the Haatakaiaua. In subsequent days the family of the tmtonga 
remained distinct as the suppliers of the sacred kings of Tonga; 
but the secular kings or hau were provided, according to my 
construction, by one or other of the other two great farnilies, 
and they appear to have become much mixed up and confused. 
They seem to me to have been in a way one great two-branched 
family, as distinmshed from that of the taitonga. Under these 
circumstances die question occurred to me w^hether it was 
conceivably possible that we had here a relic of an old system 
of group exogamy, but I could not follow up the possibility 
because there is no evidence of any obligation for ruling mem¬ 
bers of these other two families to marry into that of the 
hiitonga^ and I was met by the fact that the tuiionga had other 
wives. Perhaps a probable explanation of the custom is that it 
was one of poIiti<kl expediency, for the purpose of retaining 
power in the families of the sacred kings, or of the secular kings, 
or of both; and I may point out as to this that, as the son 
of the iutionga by his royal wife w'as presumably the next 
tuiionga^ the latter w'ould be sister''s son, with all the privileges 
of the relationship, to the son and probable successor to the 
office of tuihanokubolu^ I am unable* however, for of 
facts, to pursue the matter any further* 1 now return to the 
present subject of discussion* 

The son of the itdtonga by this marriage with the daughter 
of the tuikanokubQlu would be the heir, the future tmtanga^x 
but this official rank w-as regarded as coming to the latter in 
succession from his father* His daughter by her would be the 
tuiionga Jefine^. I assume these would be the eldest son and 
daughter^; but the tmtonga's royal wife was always taken away 
from him when she had borne him two children^, suggested 
reasons for this being the inconvenience of multiplying per- 


^ Thomson, DJP.M. p. aga. 

* S. Farmer, p* 145, and Tbamson* U-PJlf, pp. 06, 291. 

* See dmiUe, Atifo. voL w, p. g*. ^ 


* Tha can hardljr have been an absolute rule, as stated, if it was part of 
the needs of the case that she ahauld have a son and daughter, ! doubt also 
whether the wife would be n-1___ __i* ■ . * 
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sonages of such transcendent rank^, or because she was too 
great a lady to be subjected to the cares of a large family®. 
This tuiiofjga fejine was the first woman on the island®; a person 
of very great dignity^ and treated as a kind of di\inity^] her feet 
were kissed [which means that the ceremony of moe-mOA was 
performed] by all who approached ber^; she attained a rank 
even higher tlian that of her father or brother; and even her 
father had to bow to her [perform moe-moe ceremony] for 
absolution of the taboo®. It is said that such were her ideas of 
her own dignity^ that she admitted no fixed husband as a com¬ 
panion^ but cohabited with such chiefs as she chose to elect®; 
though she might not form connections ^vith men of too low 
a class®; and it is suggested that her rank was too high to 
allow of her uniting herself in marriage with any mortal man®. 
She could have as many children by her various lovers as she 
likedand to them she transmitted her high rank'^ 

The son of the tmiongn fejme would, through her, be a great 
chief, even if his father were only one of second rank^®. But 
her daughter attained to a rank even higher than her and 
was nearer to the gods®^. This daughter, if she had one, was 
called the iamaha^K She was of such high rank that everybody, 
including the tuiton^a, her own brothers and sisters, and her 
motherj the iuiiorj^a feJitiAf had to pay respect and honour to 
her, bring her offerings, sit down when in her presence and 
perform to her the ceremony of moe-tnoe^^] and sick people 
came to her for cures^®. 

I will now consider the two terms fuiionpa fefijje and 
tamaha. There is reasonable ground for thtnl^ng that the 
Tongan word tamaha would have a meaning similar to that of 
its Samoan equivalent /aswisa (they are identical linguistically, 
sulnect to the consonantal differentiation in the two groups), 
as Pritchard says it had^®; and in that case the iamaha would 
be (according to my view) the ttuionga's sister^s child, and her 

^ Thomson, p. 293, ’ S. Farmor, p. 145. 

■ Wilson, pp, 366, 353, * S. Farmer^ p. 145. 

* W^on, p, 366. * Thomson. p. 193. 

^ Wilson, p. 266. D^OrviUe, j 4 jfiro. vol. iv, pp, 274^9. 

■ D'Urville, Aitm. voL rv, p. 275. 

* S. Fanner, p. 145. And see iMmson, 292. 

“ Wilson, p. 266. tp. Farmer, p. 145. Thomson, p^ 9^. 

“ Thomson, DJ^M. p, 96, lUd. 

T&td'. p. 392. '* S. Farmer, p. 145. 

Thomson. D.P.M. p. 393, S. Farmer, p. 145^ 

Thewnson, £>,RA/. pp. 293 S. Fjumer, p. 145. Wilkes, vol, in, p, 37. 

” S. Farmer, p. 145 - ** Pritdmrd, p. 393. 
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mother, the tuitoiiga fefinej would be his sister. There are, 
however, two points to which I must draw atteodoo. One is 
that all the evidence as to the use of these terms is connected 
with the iuitQTiga family, except Baker's dehnition of as 

meaning a spiritual high priestess and Moulton's reference to 
a royal lady of highest rank. The other is that, whereas the iitmasa 
of Samoa seems to have been always or generally applied to a 
male, the term iamaha in Tonga appears, so far as the evidence 
goes* to have beeo applied onlvt or mainly, to a female. 

According to the slight eridence, the ttdionga fejine was the 
daughter of a ttdionga by his royal w’ife, and the tamaJta was 
her daughter, the ttdionga's granddaughter; but it will be 
noticed that the tidtonga fejine would also be the sister of the 
tmtonga*^ son by the same wife and presumed successor, and 
the tamaha would be his sister's daughter, and I am inclined 
to suspect that the statements that have been made, even 
if correct, have not all been expressed in quite the right 
way, I propose, therefore, to assume that tidtonga was 
the term applied to the daughter of a tuilonga^ or to the sister 
of his son, the next tidtonga, or both; but that the term tamafm 
meant primarily the daughter of a tidtonga*s sister, and com¬ 
ment on the evidence from this point of view. 

The word f^ne (or fafine), taken by itself, could not be a 
relationship term, because it simply meant woman"^. The 
Udtojtgafejim WQu\d therefore mean literally the female tidtonga, 
and so might perhaps be applied either to the daughter or the 
sister of the reigning tmtongu, or to both. I point out that in 
Samoa the ^^upou or chief's daughter, as we have seen, ac¬ 
quired her official importance and ceremonial rights and 
privileges and was given the $a*oaualuma name of the family 
in her father's lifetime, though her brother, the chiefs son and 
possible successor, only obtained his oflUcid importance when, 
on his father's death, he succeeded to the family title; and I 
have associated this differentiation between them with the 
daughter's relative importance under a system of matrilineal 
descent. It is possible, therefore, that the royal daughter of a 
tidtonga might in the same w'ay be called the tidtonga fefine in 
her father’s lifetime, and this may account for the way in which 
the evidence is stated; there is* perhaps, an inherent likelihood 
of this, seeing that in Tonga matrilineal descent was in his¬ 
torical times more widely recognized than in Samoa. The im- 
' See Baker jind Pfrre A. C, 
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portance of this lady, as indicated by the evidence, and her 
superior rank over that of both her father and brother, is all 
in accord with what tve have seen in Samoa, because the family 
sanctity would pass downwards by descent, not through her 
father and brother, but through her father^s sister and herself* 
The designation of (amsha was given to the lady who was 
the granddaughter of one tmtonga and the niece (sister's 
daughter) of the next, and it may well have referred to the 
latter relationship; and the fact that the iamasa of Samoa seems 
to have been primarily a male, whilst in Tonga the tenn 
tamaha appears to have been applied, specially at all events, 
to a female, may also have been due to the greater degree in 
which matrilmcal descent still prevailed in Tonga. If the term 
tamasa in Samoa might include both males and femajes, per¬ 
haps the I'ongan term tamaha might do so also, though it has 
only been mentioned by writers in connection with the all^ 
important woman* As to the derivation of the term tamaha^ 
there seems to be little doubt chat tamasa meant ** sacred child," 
the word sa meaning sacred " in Samoa, and being found in the 
term mea ra, or " sacred gift,'* applied to the mat given by a chief 
to his sister’s son. It is true that the same word, Aa, in Tonga 
means "to appear in sight” and "appearance,” and 1 find no 
reference in either Baker's or Fere A. C*'s dictionary to its use 
with the meaning "sacred.” Probably this is the reason of 
Mr Moulton’s suggested derivation; but I confess that it does 
not appeal to me, as it does not seem to give any meaning to 
the term. It seems more likely that ha had the meaning of 
"sacred” in Tonga, or possibly tamasa had been a Samoan 
word, with a Samoan meaning, which had, with its meaning, 
been adopted in Tonga (the iama is common to both), the s 
being ch^ged into h according to the rule for interch^ge of 
consonants. Baker's definition of " a spiritual high priestess,” 
and Moulton’s reference to " a female of the very highest rank, 
who was chosen from among those of a certain royal lineage,” 
may well point to the same thing; and this w^ould be consistent 
wdth the special use of the term iamalta as representing this 
lady of the family of the ttdtonga^ and with the statements that 
pwple brought offerings to her and came to her to be cured. 
Though it is impossible to interpret the matter with any con¬ 
fidence, it seems to me that in Tonga the term tamaha may 
have been used with a meaning somewhat similar to that of 
tamasa in Samoa (including perhaps males and females), but 
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that the Tongan term may have acquired a special and im¬ 
portant meamng as ^plied to the great lady of the family of 
the tuitonga, or sa^ed kings, and a belief in her special sanctity 
nught well be derived from ideas such as I have suggested in 
discussing the question of matrilineal descent. 

I now proTOse to refer to the records of several travellers, 
beginnirig \yiih Cook, for the purpose of searching (I may say in 
advance, without great success) for illustrations of the attitudes 
tO)^ds one another of certain relations, and (though this is not 
so important) the meanings of the terms tmtonga fefine and tamaha. 
I do not attach so much importance to the former term, which 
may have been only a general one, as to the latter, the question 
of the tamaha being specially interesting. I again point 
out that these records only relate to the tmtonga family, a 
circumstance which is in accordance with the suggestion that 
the term, whether general or not, seems in Tonga to have been 
recognized specially as re^ds what Moulton in his letter calls 
one female of the very highest rank, who was chosen from 
among those of a certain royal lineage. I must draw attention 
again to a possible, and indeed I think probable, source of 
confusion in the evidence, to which I have referred already in 
connection with Samoa. Let us suppose that the term tuitonga 
feftne was applied to the daughter of a tmtonga. On the death 
of that tmtonga another tmtonga —say his son—might succeed, 
and he would marry and have a daughter, who would also be 
a tmtonga fefine \ so, if the previous tuitonga fefine were still 
living, and retained w'hat I may call a dowager title*, there 
would be tw o ladies, each enjoying or claiming the title, unless, 
indeed, the second did not get it till the first had died. So also 
confusion of a similar character w'ould arise as regarded the 
term tamaha \ and in both cases it would be increased if the 
term, though primarily one of relationship only, had, as re¬ 
garded this sacred family, developicd into something more_ 

what we might perhaps call a semi-official designation. To 
enable readers to follow' the history and my comments, I have 
prep^ed a genealogical table, which, though it may have inac¬ 
curacies, has been twice checked over again with the sources 
from which it has been prepared, and is, I think, probably 
correct in essentials. 

The letters T.T. in front of a name indicate that it is one 
of the tmtonga. 

' It was, of course, not a “title" in the strict sense. 


T. T. Uluaki Mauta' 
or Fakanaanaa? 
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When Captain Cook visited Tonga in 1777, the 


- — —--- ^r^igrimg 

imtoTtga wras Paulaho. Cook relers us to four peoplCj whom he 
calls collectively the tamaha; one was Paulaho’s aunt, and the 
other three \yere her son Latulibulu and her two daughters, 
Mungula-Kaipa and Tueela-Kaipa^. Thomson says that one 
of these daughters was the but I cannot say on w'hat 

ground he bases the statement. Cook sa^^s that the aunt and 
her three children were of higher rank than Paulaho, He did 
not see the aunt or her daughter Tueela-Kaipa, as in fact they 
were living in another island j so we have no evidence from 
him as to the visible attitude of respect shown by Paulaho 
towards them. But he did see the daughter Mungula-Kaipa 
^d the son Latulibulu. He says that Paulaho would not eat 
in the presence of Mungula'^Kaipa, and performed the cere¬ 
mony of moe-moe before her; and his attitude towards LatuJi* 
bulu showed that, though reg^ded by the king as a superior, 
he was not considered equal in rank to Mungula-Kaipa; for 
the king d,id not perform moe-moe with this man, though he 
left off eating on the man's appearance in the house®. Latuli¬ 
bulu was evidently a person of very great importance, even 
though inferior to his sister ; this is further evidenced by his 
attitude towards the people and their highly deferential treat¬ 
ment of him^. Nevertheless at the inaji ceremony (the annual 
giving of food to tuitonga as representing the gods) he assisted 
onk in the same manner as the other pnneipS men®. 

The first matter disclosed by this evidence, to which 1 draw 
attention, is the superiority over the tuitonga Paul^o of a 
cUughter and son of his father's sister, and apparently that 
sister herself and her other daughter, for though Cook did not 
see them, he heard of them, and it can hardly be doubted, if we 
look at the matter in the light of what we know of Samoa, that 
th^ would share this superiority. It is probable, I think', that 
this is an example of the general superiority of the children of 
3 sister over those of a brother, and, apparently, of the sister's 
rwughter over that sister's son. Cook says the aunt and her 
three children were called collectively tama}ia\ Thomson says 
It was only one of her daughters that was so called, but he, 

I imagine, is only expressing his own view of the tamaha rek- 
uonship—he obviously cannot say who it was that in 1777 

■ Sst: ;s!: I: £: ;|!- * »• 
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calJed the iamaha. According to mv view of the 

sister, Queen Tineh, only had sons. Cook’s indusion of the 
paternal aunt and all her children in the term a^L n!, 
point to a conteion such as seems to have prevailed between 

of Samoa; if the tem ilamutu mieht 
to ll in extended m^ng, such as I have attributed 

*’ '* been the correct one to apply to 

PadahrhS“Thi!l«h“" 

i? 

who caJIed hjs aunt “Queeni i . ^ 
^lighter, the only children of hers ^whom mention 

being her sons Viachi and Veaicoui. D’Entreeasteau^ *,« not 

relationship terms; nor does Labil- 

rfTfn5>”^r“!h^f bo^ tell ussom^kg 

people took her right foot 
placed it on their hpds; others came and touched with 
their right h^ds the sole of her right foot=* She was verv 
tenacious of hono^, which even the chiefs did not dare to 
her. She said that even king Tuhu [he was the tmkan^^ 
kuboluj was comfwUed to pay her these marks of respect be 

SaMhl^nu^brothP^' '"r" “ «^rd^ed 

tnat tne king s brother and Finau [an important chief] retired 

dy m thew when they toew sEe was on bLd 

on the French ship], to avoid having to do the moe-moe^ This 

oy d’Entrecasteaux, who says that Tineh was 

^ all paid her homage^ 

When the missionaries of the ZW arrived in T^n,’ ,u, 

*be same, and^Tineh 
was the imtonga fpint^ We are told that she was the fim 

woman w the land, and that her feet were kissed bv all who 
appmacAed her* and that her son Viachi had the lar^t^^frt 

Sf™'-*. P.V * '’■ 

Wibon.p. J 5 , ■/WJ.p.,56. 
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of any chief in Tonga^ We are also told of the very prominent 
part which she took at the funeral of the UiifmnokubQlu Mumui 
rTubu], at which she was borne by four men on a frame of 
bamboo with matting between them, the tuitonga walking near 
her; and that, at a later stage, when they came to the distribu¬ 
tion of the food, the names of those who drank the kava were 
formally announced by a person appointed for the purpose by 
her; and that at this stage she seemed to have the management 
of tlie funeral®. But nothing is said of any tamafia. 

If the general superiority of a sister and her children over 
her brother and his children, which seems to have been recog¬ 
nized in Samoa, prevailed also in Tonga, the very exalted 
position which Tineh held is hardly to be wondered at, for 
she was father*s sister to the reigning taitoNga Mau-ulu-beko- 
tofa, and sister's daughter to the iuikanokuboiu Tubu; she 
might w'ell iodced be regarded as the sovereicn of the island- 
Tidm w'ould acquire increased dignity from her, seeing that, 
with matrilineal descent» she was Jus blood relation and that 
she was the daughter of one tuitmgji, the sister of the next, 
and the aunt of the then reigning tuitonga. Her designation as 
iwtonga fefine would, 1 suppose, be based on the fact that she 
was ^e daughter of a imtonga and the sister of his successor. 

I draw attention to the fact that she took the leading part at 
the funeral of her mother's brother, the tmkanokubolu Tubu, 
and that with matrilineal descent she ^d he would belong to 
the same group. We may compare this fact with the Samoan 
evidence, according to which the special functions at a man's 
funeral were performed by a man s sister (Kramer and Stair), 
or in the absence of a sister by some other near relative (Stair), 
or were performed by the sister or sister’s child (Brown), We 
cannot associate this Tongan example with an extension to 
different kinship groups of the special ceremonial duties be¬ 
tween each other of members of different moieties, to which 
Rivers refers. 

The next source of information is Mariner, whose enforced 
stay in the Tongan islands lasted from iSo6 to i8io. The 
reigning ittitonga was then Fuanumiiava. Now it seems, at 
first glance, a remarkable fact that Mariner, after four years* 
residence, says nothing w'hatever about any tuitonga fefine or 
lamaha, if these people were as important as they are said to 
have been; but 1 think there is a natural explanation. Mariner 
I Wilson, p. 149 ‘ PP' 
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was specially associated with Finau, who was not the tidk^o- 
kubolu blit had secured the secular governmerit of the Haapai 
and Vavau Istaiids—the elected ttdkanokubolu was actually 
living in Tongatabu—and it is evident that Finaii told Mariner 
Dreaous little about anybody superior in posirion to himself. 
Mariner knew that the was a god-deseended chief, 

very sacred, and therefore superior in rank to Finau who had 
to show him marks of respect; but there is not a word in 
Mariner's book to suggest that he knew who and what the 
tuitonga really was, and especially that he was the sacred king 
of the Tongan islands. His ignorance on these matters is 
further illustrated by what he tells us of Viachi, of whom he 
only seems to have known that he also was a chief of divine 
origin, second only to the tuitonga^, and indeed appears to have 
regarded him as being of quite another family, which indeed 
he was in a sense. It is possible that the iuiionga fejine and the 
tamaka were living Ln Tongatabu, or perhaps Mariner was kept 
by Finau in ignorance, so far as possible, of the royal im¬ 
portance of the tuitonga dynasty, and that this may account for 
the absence of any knowledge by him of the tuitonga or 
the tamafm. In point of fact we know that Finau never asso¬ 
ciated himself \rith chiefs superior to himself, and endeavoured 
to avoid meeting them, because he did not wish to have to 
degrade himself by humbly sitting down in their presence as a 
mark of respect ; and that for the same reason they politely 
avoided meeting him^. It is therefore quite possible that 
Mariner never saw Finau debase himself before a tuitonga 
fefine or a tainohaf and so knew nothing about them* 

The fact that Mariner ivas not aivare of the relationship of 
Viachi to the tuitonga emphasises, rather than the reverse, his 
recognition of Viachi importance, being, like the tuitonga^ of 
divine descent, and second only to him* A glance at my genea¬ 
logical tree will, however, show that, not only would Viachi 
acquire an inherited importance and sanctity from his mother, 
but that, as between him and the tuitonga Fuanunuia^'a, he 
was father's sister*s son to the latter, and so would enjoy the 
superiority over him w-hich this relationship involved. 

Mariner, in describing the funeral of Fmau, says that the 
provisions provided for the funeral feast were placed on the 
ground or ‘‘laid down before the temporary house, to which 

' Miriner, voL 11 , pp- 86 

* Ibid. vol. ]l^ pp. ^ 
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the chief of the tabooed women^ retired to be fed; and she 
ordered them to be distributed to the different chiefs and mata- 
bule, who again shared them out in the usual way”*. Mariner 
also, in describing the funeral of the tuitonga^ refers in places to 
one of the female mourners, who seems to have taken an im¬ 
portant and solitary part in the ceremonies®. As, however, he 
does not tell us who these women were, we can draw no 
deduction from his statements, except that an important place 
was taken by a woman. 

We now come to the year 1827, when d’Urville visited the 
islands in the Astrolabe. The tuitonga Fuanunuiava was then 
dead, and his son Laufilitonga had assumed the title of tuitonga, 
and was honoured as such in Vavao, where he lived. D’Urville 
was told, however, by Latu [see genealo^cal tree] that as this 
man had not been consecrated at Mua [in Tongatabu], as the 
custom of the countr}’ required, his divine character as tuitonga 
was contested, that many important chiefs were oppo^d to his 
return [to Tongatabu], and that he had lost much in public 
opinion because his father had sided with Finau in fighting 
against Tongatabu*. There is no mention of Tineh, who appears 
to have been dead. The tuitonga fefine was Nana-Tchi, who 
had succeeded Tineh®, and the tamaha was Faka Kana*. 
D’Urville tells us that the tuitonga fefine (Nana-Tchi) had rank 
something like that of a queen He also says that the tuitonga 
fefine — he is evidently here speaking generally, and not of any 
particular tuitonga fefine — presided at the funeral of a tuitonga^ 
and speaks of a special block of stone in the fiatoka [burial 
place] of the tuitonga upon which she sat when doing so*. Of 
the tamaha d’Urville tells us that all the people of Tonga, 
including the tuitonga and the tuikanokubolu, did moe-moe to 
her; but that she did not do this to anyone*. Speaking of 
Viachi, he says that his person was sacred like that of tuitonga^ 
and that even the latter performed moe-moe to him'*. Viachi*s 
son Vea, though impoverished by the wars, received the marks 
of respect due to his birth; and the present tuitonga [Laufili¬ 
tonga, then living in Vavau] would have observed these in 


' That ta the women who had become taboo by having touched the dead body. 

* Mariner, vol. 1, p. 3*0. * /Wt/. vol. ii, pp. 182, 184. 

* D’Urville, Astro, vol. rv, p. 92. He was the person spoKcn of by Mariner 
as the tuitonga during the second part of the stay of the latter (Mariner, vol. li. 


p. 8^, 

* D’Urville, Astro, vol. iv, p. 103. 


Ibid. 


p. 102. 
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Vea’s presence'. He also speaks of Latu, who, it will be seen 
from the tree, was the son of Faka Kana*s elder sister [I do not 
know whether the latter was alive or dead], and tells us that he 
saw Faka Kana and two of her younger brothers, accompanied 
by Latu, and noticed that these brothers did moe^moe to Latu 
at the kava ceremony®. 

The situation at this period is complicated by the fact that 
Lauhlitonga had not been consecrated properly, and his right 
to be regarded as the tmtonga \vbs disputed. This fact would 
not affect the actual relationship between him and another 
person, nor the term by which that relationship was expressed. 
But if, as I have suggested, not only the designation of tuitonga 
JeJiney which was, on the face of it, associated with the holder 
of the title, but also that of tamaha^ which was probably a 
relationship term also, had a special reference to relationship 
with the divine tuitonga^ as such, then it may be that we should 
eliminate Lauhlitonga partly in considering the matter, and 
have regard to the relationship of the tmtonga fffine and the 
tamaha ^^ith the tmtonga Mau-ulu-biko>tofa and Fuanunuiava 
in considerii^ the question of the ladies who are said to have 
held these offices. 

We have seen that in Mau-ulu-beko-tofa’s time Tineh was 
the tmtonga fejine; but we do not know who was then the 
tamaha. Looking at the matter, then, in the way which I am 
suggesting, it seems natural enough that on the death of Tineh, 
the office of tmtonga fefine should pass to her sister Nana-Tchi, 
whereas it might have been difficult to explain this if Laufili- 
tonga had been the duly-constituted tuitonga. I cannot under¬ 
stand the position as tamaha of Faka Kana, as she was not the 
daughter of Tineh, and she was daughter of Paulaho, sister of 
Mau-ulu-beko-tofa and Fuanunuiava, and father’s sister of 
Laufilitonga. The importance of Nana-Tchi, based on relation¬ 
ship to three successive tuitonga^ w'ould be the same as that of 
her sister Tineh. The relationship benveen Laufilitonga and 
Viachi was based on the brother and sister relationship bet\veen 
Paulaho and Tineh; and the duty of Laufilitonga to show his 
recognition of inferiority by performing the moe-moe ceremony 
to both Viachi and, apparently, his son Vea, may, I think, be taken 
as an illustration of the way in which the supenority of a sister to 
her brother continued as between their respective descendants. 
Then again, we see the supieriority over a man of his sister’s 
* Ibid. p. 93. ■ Ibid. p. 105. 
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child in the fact that Faka Kana^s brothers had to do the 
moe-moe to Latu, the son of her deceased elder sister. The 
tuitonga at whose funeral the tuitonga fefine presided would, as 
I understand the matter, probably be either her father, or her 
brother. In the latter case they would belong to the same 
social group; in the former, with matnlineal descent, they 
would not, out I do not think that we can associate a duty of 
a Tongan woman to her father with an origin connected with 
opposite moieties, 

Wilkes, whose period was 1838-43, speaks of the tamafiaf 
who, he says, was the aunt of tmiongo, and tells us that she 
was considered as of divine ori^n, and that therefore great 
respect and honours were paid to her^. And La wry, a Wesleyan 
missionary who was in Tonga in 1847, who saw the tamaha^ 
says that she ranked first among all the chiefs of Tonga; and 
in an appendix it is stated that Josiah Tubu, the tuikamf^bolu 
did homage to her and gave her precedence at the kava ring®, 

I have expressed my inability to understand how it was that 
during the reign of Laufilitonga his father's sister Faka Kana 
was tamaha. Here again we have an aunt as tamaha^ though 
we do not know^ whether she was sister of the father or of me 
mother. It is possible that there was in Tonga some feature 
in this relationship which I have not been able to trace. 


SOCIETY ISLANDS 
Relaii(mship terms 

Almost the whole of the information 1 have found as to 
relationship terr^ in the Society Islands has been obtained 
from Davies's dictionary, and all the particulars given below, 
and for which references are not given, are derived from that 
source. 

Tara vahine. A huaband*. 

Tam tarte. A 

Afetua. A parent without dcterrnitiing the aex. Mriuokoovai. A parent^in^ 
law'. Metuatatai^ A parent that adopts a child, Titae. A parent; a term of 
endearment used by a child for his father or mother. 


^w'ry, FFj. (i), pp, 29, 246. 


* vol. iiij p, 27. 

■ MS, in Gtarnmar fpart on gender). 

* Ibid. In Tahiti tanr means a man, vabitte a woman, from which it might 

appear that the two meanings given here should be revened. In New ^lond, 
il?» ysed for the viriti of a man and the rlitwit of a woman, 

{See Tregcar a dictionary.) So perhapii the teirm here given mean rhe copulating 
spouse of a woman and a man respectively. 
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Metua (spelt medua or medooa). A father, as disdneuished from a mother?*; 
also used for a godfather?*; a person's relations in the ascending line?*. 

Metua tone. A father. Pa. A term of reverence ansM^ering to “father,” 
used by children in speaking to him, and by common people to their chief. 

Pedno and p<uti. Terms of endearment us^ by children in addressing their 
father. 

Metua vahine. A mother. Patea. A term of respect addressed to a mother 
or woman of rank. Pateatno. A term of respect SKldressed by children to 
their mother. 

Tama. A child, male or female. 

Maroa. A male child, in opposition to mahine, a female child. Tamaroa. 
A boy, a male. Tamaiti. A son, a little tama. 

Mahine. A daughter. Tamahine. A daughter or female tama. Potxi {potiki). 
A girl. 

Taeae (taeake). A brother, cousin, any near relation. 

Taeae. Brother in a gener^ way without designating age*. 

Tuaane. A brother in relation to a sister. 

Tuane. A brother of a sister*. 

Tuahine. A sister. 

Tuahine. A sister of a brother*. 

Tuaana (tuahana). An elder brother; also a senior relation. 

Tuaana (tuahana). Elder brother of the brother, or elder sister of the 
sister*. 

Teina. A younger brother of the brother, or younger sister of the sister*. 

There is some manuscript matter (apparently in the hand¬ 
writing of Orsmond, the Borabora missionary, quoted by Ellis 
and others) in the British Museum copy of Davies’s Tahitian 
Grammar. In this MS. the word tuana^ or tuane^ is given as 
meaning an elder brother to a younger brother; an elder brother 
to a younger sister; an elder sister to a younger brother; and 
a cousin of the father to the elder brother. Teina is given the 
meanings of a younger brother to his elder brother; and a 
cousin of the father to the youn^r brother. In addition to 
these w’e are given tauete ohine, a sister-in-law to the elder fric). 
Teina vahine^ a sister-in-law to a younger sister. Tuane vahine^ 
a sister-in-law to a sister-in-law. The writer also says that if 
one man took, either by force or by consent, another man’s 
wife, she became the wife of the capturer; that they would live 
on terms of peace together, the former husband being called 
tuana tane^ and the capturer teina fane. I suspect that this 
manuscript matter is incomplete and not quite accurate. 

Tupuna or tiapuna. An ancestor or grandfather. 

Mootua. grandchild; a great-grandchild. Mootuatini, or mootuatuarau. 

* Forster, f^oy.vol. II, p.91. ■ Wilson, p. 341. • Forster, Foy.vol.i.p. 357. 

* Gaussin, p. 68. ' Davies, Grommor, p. 11. Gaussin, p. 60. 

* Davies, Grammar, p. 11 , * Gaussin, p. 68. • Ibid. 
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A great-grcat-gnuidchild. Mootuatitdtim. A very distant progeny, indcBnitely 
known. 

Metuahoocm or purua. A parent-in-law. 

Medua hwm. A parent-in-law. Medua hova tone. A father-in-law. Medua 
kovcd vahinr. A mother-in-law^. 

Apurua. A term applied to relations by marnam; a parent of the party 
married becomes the cipurua to the parent of the other party that is married. 
Hunoa. A son or daughter-in-law. 

Hunoa.^ A child-in-law*. Hunoa tone. A son-in-law. Hunoa vahine. A 
dai^hter-in-law *. 

TaueU. Brothcr-tn-law of a man, or sister-in-law of a woman^. Tauete tone 
and tautU vahine. Brother-in-law and sister-in-law respectively*. 


Brother and sister 

The Dt# missionaries say that in Tahiti the taio (friend) of 
a husband^ who I may explain, had considerable freedom with 
his wife, might indulge in no liberties with his sister or daughter, 
because they were redded as the taio's sister and daughter, 
and incest was held in abhorrence by the people®. On the 
other h^d, Moerenhout who, though apparentl)' speaking of 
Polynesia generally, presumably refers at all events to Tahiti, 
says that marriages between brothers and sisters, though repug¬ 
nant to the people, and not common, sometimes took place to 
prevent mesalliance and preserve rank, when political interest 
made them absolutely n^cssa^*. TTiese statements bring 
Tahiri pretty much into line with Hawai‘i, where, according 
to Rivers, the practice did not prevail among the ordinary 
people, but w’as customary among the chiefs, the reason for 
the latter being, he is convinced, the maintenance of the royal 
bloods 


HERVEY ISLANDS 


Relationship terms 

I have found hardly any information as to relationship terms 
used in the Hervey Islands, and can only refer to a few which 
appear incidentally. There was only one word for father and 
uncle*. The following terms all come from Rarotonga. Tama, a 
son*. Tungane, a real brother, and tuaine, a real sister. Tuakana, 
elder or eldest, and teina, younger or youngest**. It is not said 


* Davies. Grammar, p. ii. ■ Ihid. 

* uri****"’ *** “ Davies’s Grammar (gender). 

, WUson, p. 346. • Moerenhout. vol. ii, p. 67. 

* P *’ PP- vol. IV, pp. 435 ui. 

Gill SJ>.N.G p. 15. • Smith, yj^S. vol. xi, p. 

“ Hutchin, vol. nil. p. 176. ^ ^ 
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of these last two terms whether they are applied to any specific 
forms of relationship. Taokete^ a man's brother-in-faw, or a 
wom^ s sister-in-law^. Gill supplies in tabular form the terms 
used in each of the islands for parent, child, grandchild, great- 
gr^dchild, great-great-grandchild, and great-great-great-grand- 
child *. 

Relationship customs 

According to Gill, who is speaking as to near relations 
generally, and not merely brother and sister, there were no 
restrictions as to conversation, but the rule was to “kiss" [i^. 
nib nos^] only near relatives of either side®. This seems to be, 
in principle, the reverse of rules based on brother and sister 
avoidance. As regards marriage, Williams refers to a Raro- 
tongan king, one of whose wives was his own sister [I expect 
he means real sister], by whom he had three children*; but 
this may have been a marriage of aristocratic policy su^ as 
seems to have been carried out sometimes in Tahiti and Hawaii. 

There seems to be no definite information as to special rela¬ 
tionship rights and duties; but I have found one or two isolated 
statements which may have been connected with the matter. 
Gill says orphans were not in ^eral ill-treated, as the uncles 
as a matter of course looked after their welfare®. This might, 
of course, refer to the brothers of both parents, and possibly 
docs so; but Gill may have had in mind maternal uncles. He 
remits a Mangaian chiefs reference to the fact that it was he 
who had nam^ his sister's child*; but this may have been a 
mere accidental coincidence. 


MARQUESAS 


Relationship terms 

The following definitions of Marquesan relationship terms 
are supplied by des Vergnes 

MoUta. The real father. Motua ke. Adopted father. 
fCui. The real mother. Kui ke. Adopted mother*. 

Toi/a. Term applied to a child so lone as it is very young. Later on a son 
will be the poftf, and the daughter the pSoe. ^ 

Tupuna. Grandparents. 

Paupuna. Grandsons and granddaughters. 


1 

s 

« 

T 


P- ■ GUI, p. 318. 

Sm!’ P' * WUliams.p. 134. 

GUI, SJ* jy.G. p. 15. * Gill, L.Sj[p, 325. 

Des Vergnes, RM.C. vol. ui, p. 717 note i. 

Cf. Gausiin, p. 64 (motua, father; kui, mother). 
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Tuana. The eldest brother of a man, and eldest sister of a woman. 

Tuane. The eldest brother of a woman, and eldest sister of a man. 

Tetna. The younger brother of a man, and younger sister of a woman. 

Tfiru. The younger brother of a woman, and younger sister of a man. 

Des Vergnes ssLys the words “aunt** and “uncle” are hardly 
employed; they^ are formed with motm or hiit with the four 
preceding names. 

Tautain refers to the use of different terms for elder brother, 
elder sister, younger brother, and younger sister, but does not 
say what they were'. 

Gaussin says the term iamutu was applied to the nephew or 
niece of a maternal uncle*; this is the same word as the ilamutu 
of Samoa and Tonga, the / being wanting in the Marquesas. 

Hou-o-na. Son-in-law, daughter-in-law*. 

TokeU, Brother-in-law of a man, or sister-in-law of a woman*. 

Brother and sister 

According to Mathias, marriage or intercourse between 
brothers and sisters was most strictly taboo*; but Lisiansk^ 
says that it sometimes happened that a father lived with his 
daughter, and a brother with his sister®. D’Urville tells us 
that chiefs and kings only married into their own families, and 
often married their nearest relatives*. Tautain refers to state¬ 
ments that the Marquesans married their sisters, but, without 
denying that the custom may have existed, he suggests that 
a mist^e had been made concerning the native words®. In 
this he is probably referring to the confusion between relatives 
in the classihcatory and the European sense—a confusion which 
confronts anyone collecting Polynesian evidence at every turn. 
I may say that Mathias and Tautain, each of whom lived some 
time in the Marquesas, are the more trustworthy witnesses. 

Mathias refers to a long list of successive generations of 
Marquesan gods and goddesses, beginning with 0 -te-paona 
and his sister and wife O-te-koena, who were regarded as the 
earliest sources from which existing generations were derived; 
and a curious feature of the belief of the people concerning 
these gods and goddesses is that the first thirty-six divine 
married couples were supposed all to have been brothers and 

• Tautain, UAnthro. vol. vi, p. 64S. • Gaussin, p. 68. 

• Tautun, UAnthro, vd. vi, p. 6^. • Gaussin, p. 68. 

• Mathiiw, p. 114. • Lisiansky, p. 83, 

’ D'Urville, V<^, pin. vol. 1, p. 504. • Tautain,'L'.< 4 n£foo. vol. vi, p. 644. 
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sisters, whilst afterwards this kind of union had ceased ^ Is it 
possible that this belief was based upon traditions of old matri¬ 
monial practices that had long pass^ away? 

Mother*I brother and father* s sister 

I have foimd no information as to the general relationships 
between a person and his or her mother’s brother, or father’s 
sister; but a couple of customs are recorded, to which I will 
refer. According to Tautain, there was a rite on the occasion 
of the first menstruation of a girl. She sat on the basement of 
dry stones of her house, havingbeside her a relation — a brother 
of her mother by preference. 1 he whole population filed past 
in front of her, and as they passed, the relation cut from them 
little locks of hair, which he placed on the white tapa which the 
girl had between her thighs. In commenting on this, Tautain 
refers to the unwillingness of Marquesans to cut their hair in 
public, and their precautionary practice of burying it, and con¬ 
trasts with this their having it cut in public, and abandoning 
it to another person, to adorn the girl at her new periods, in 
spite of the impurity of the menstrual blood*. The ceremony 
certainly seems to have been an important one, and the selection 
of the maternal uncle for its performance is in accord with 
ideas—probably of previous times — of his special association 
with the girl, as being from the social point or view, her father. 
The other custom is told by von den Steinen. The preservation 
and teaching of the endless genealogies and feast-songs was 
the most important work of certain tuhuka [priests], and knotted 
strings of fibre were used as aids to memory, each knot in a 
string representing a person’s name, or a verse in a song®. A 
young chief had to learn his genealogical tree and certain songs 
by heart, and when every string had been learnt a little feast 
w’as held. The child sat in the centre, and the tuhuka con¬ 
ducting, they all [? who] sang together. The tuhuka wore the 
as yet unplaited strings round his neck, and afterw^ards he 
plaited the knots [I think he means the knotted strings] on the 
sacred head of the mother’s brother, and also some of them on 
the head of the father’s sister; ultimately all the strings were 
handed to the child'*. I have already referred, in connection 
with matrilineal descent, to the Marquesan mata^ or lists of 

* Mathias, p 5; see abo pp. 41 tq. 

• Tautain. L’Anthro. vol. vii, pp. 546 tq. 

■ Von den Steinen. V.G£. vol. xx\', pp. 501 sq. 


* /bid. p. 50.1. 
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ancestors, of which the “genuine “ mata was that of the mother. 
It seems then consistent with the idea of matrilineal descent 
that the head which primarily received the memory strings 
should be that of the mother’s brother; and the placing of 
some of them on that of the father’s sister may perhaps be 
regarded as a recogmdon of some paternal right, as well as 
that of the mother. 

PAUMOTU 

Relationship terms 

The principal source of information as to relationship terms 
in the raumotu is Tregear, and I give the following extracts. 

Kaifa. A husband; a married man^ Tikatika, A husband; a boy*. 

Vaftine. A wife*. Kauhume. A wife*. Mohine. A wife*. Morhe. A woman; 
a wife; a female (of a man)*. 

Kave. Parents, relationship, a nephew*. 

Makui. Father. Makuifc^ai, An adopted father. Makui kave. Uncle*. 

Makuahini. Mother; aunt*. 

Tamanki. A child**. Fanaunga. A child?**. 

Afakaro. A son; a boy**. Alakaro^fa^ai. A son by adoption**. 

Manama. Female (of animals); a girl; a daughter. Manama-fangai. An 
•*dOTted daughter**. Tamahine. Daughter?**. 

TaeaJu is defined by Tregear as meaning a brother, and there is no mention 
of hmitation in its use**; but he gives tungane as the term for brother, as 
spoken of by the sister**. 

Tuahine. A sister**. Tungahtne. ^Fhe sister of a man**. 

Tuakana. Eldest girl; clo^ boy; his elder brother*®. 

Teina. A younger brother or sister**. 

Nanatupu. A first cousin**. 

Tupuna-kaifa. A grandfather**. 

Tupuna-morire. A grandmother**. 

Hongacai or metua-hongavai. A father-in-law**. 

Karanga-purunga. A mother-in-law**. 

I "*• P- 52. Cf. Caillot, Mythes, p. 8 . 

I *''• P* . « . . * P* Cf. CaUlot. Mythes, p. 8. 

! P,* 56. . • Ibid. p. i8a. ^ Ibid. p. 183. ^ Ibid. p. 56. 

P" to feed. Ibid. vol. ii, p. 18). 

;; A'.jW "■ ">■'*«• p- *• 

CwUot, MyUies, p. 45, where the term is in fact used for 
^ihcr of a suter, thou^ there is nothing to show that it could not have a more 
extended n^ng, » Tregear, 7 J>.5. vol. iv, p. 85. 

in th^hS? 9 ctu^(Mythes, p. 45). but the Caution given 

*®ir^**** “*** must be repeated. 

u P- *5 . ** Ibid. p. 70. 

/wa.vol. Ill, p. 185. See na/ifl, his; belonging to him or her f vol in o 
and tupu (tangata tupul • neighbor (vol. iv?p. 87). ' * ' 

" ibi' P- 87. ^ - Ibid. 

Ibid. vol. Ml, pp 5, 180. M p 
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Hunonga or kunonga-tika. A son-in-law*. 

Hungona-rire («c) or hunonga-morire. A daughter-in-law*. 
TiXukeU. A brother-in-law*. 

TauiuU-monn. A sister-in-law*. 


Brother and sister 

I have found no information as to the conduct towards each 
other of a brother and sister, but ^e Paumotuan island of Hao 
had a tradition of a brother and sister marriage similar to that 
of the Marquesas. This tradition, said to have been an account 
of the ancestors of Hao, begins with the creation of the world, 
etc., by Vatea and his making of Tiki and his wife Hina, who 
was formed from a rib of Tiki. They had a son and daughter 
who m^*ed, and then follows a list of nine more successive 
generations, in each of which the married parents were the 
Brother and sister children of the previous generation. The 
tradition then says that men did evil in this world and Vatea 
was ang^, and goes on to give an account similar to that of the 
flood, with a man and wife and children, and their canoe, fol¬ 
lowed by an attempt to construct a lofty building and a con¬ 
fusion of tongues. Th^ comes a long list of successive mar¬ 
riages, in no one of which are the spouses brother and sister®. 
Disregarding the portion of this story which is so strikingly 
like that of the Bible, it may be that the introduction of Uie 
series of successive brother and sister marriages, and the 
deflnite ending of these, may have been based on beliefs as to 
matrimonial practices in the distant past. 


NIUE 

. Relationship terms 

Tone. A man, a husband*. 

Hoana. A wife*. 

Matua tone. Father*. 

Matua fefine. Mother*. 

Tama. A son; a child**. A child, male or female, the term tama-tane being 
used for a boy, and tama-fifine for a girl**. 

Matakainanga. A brother**. A man’s brother, or a woman’s sister**. 
Tungane. A woman’s brother**. 


1 PP* 7 sq. ■ Ibid. vol. IV, p. 78. * JbU. p. -ji 

* ^ J S^xh,yj>S. vol. XI. p. 169. ^ ^ 

!! H; "•P- ** Smith, 7 J*JS. vol. XI. p. 160. 

** Ibid. Williams, yj*JS. vol. 11, p. 69. 
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Mahakitanga, A sister*. 

TooheU. An elder brother or elder sister*. 

TehtM. A younger brother or sister*. A younger brother of a brother, and 
he (Smith) thinks, a younger sister of a sister*. 

iu^na. A grandfather; an ancestor of any degree*. 

PuJupuJu-oIa and moko-puna. A grandchild*. 

Fungavai. Father-in-law or mother-in-law*. 

Fingona. Son-in-law or daughter-in-law*. 

Maa. Brother-in-law*. 


Brother and sister 

I have found no evidence as to the relations between a 
brother and a sister, but Smith, in commenting on the term 
mahaldtanga, meaning a sister, says that mahafS means “ very 
great,** or “excessive,** and that tonga is a termination for an 
abstract noun, corres^nding with our “ness**; but he adds 
that apparently mahaki in the word for a sister has no con¬ 
nection with “ ex^ive*’^®. He gives no reason for saying this, 
and unless there is a definite ground for it, I am free to specu¬ 
late ^ to whether the term may not have meant “ very great¬ 
ness ** and have referred to the great importance of a sister, as 
compared with her brother, found in some of the islands, and 
M^ich, I have suggested, may have had its origin in a system 
of matrilineal descent. Smith says that the term for incest, of 
which the people had a great horror, was iiki^ and that the 
origin of this term was attributed to the conduct of male and 
female members of the traditional Maui family, who were 
brother and sister, but mamed, and had a child called Tikitiki'*. 
The interest of the tale is that it perhaps furnishes us once 
again wth evidence of ideas of incest in the past. 


Mother's brother 


Here a^n I have found no evidence on the question of the 
mother*s brother, except one scrap provided by Thomson. He 
sajj that, whilst a grown-up son inherited his father*s house 
^d l^d, daughters seem to have had claims on their mother’s 
brother, and these rights were universally recognized**. With 
matrilineal descent, both sons and daughters would, according 


1 P* v-ol. n, p. 65. 

• IP ■ P- *8*- Williams, 7.P.5. vol. 11 , S. 68. 

; "■" “ • “•" 

• IhU. ^ 


• Ibid. p. 170. 

I vol. II. p. 20. 

Smith, vol. XI, p. 170, 


*• Ibid. p. 169. 

'• Thomson, SJ. p. 136. 
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to the customs of parts, at all events, of Polynesia, have claims 
against their maternal uncle; but we can well understand that 
these claims might be to some extent lost or forgotten in the 
case of the son, who succeeded to the tide of his own father, 
and so might be more especially nodceable as regarded his 
sisters. 

ROTUMA 

In the island of Rotuma the term oifa applied to the father 
or uncle, and oihom to the mother or aunt. The term for a 
man’s sister was sertghom*^ that for a woman’s brother was 
sengvevene'f and sosonghi was used for a man’s brother or 
woman’s sister^. 

FOTUNA 

The following informadon as to reladonship terms in the 
island of Fotuna is provided by Gr6zel*. 

Tau. This word has, among other meanings given by him, that of reci¬ 
procity, a relationship between persons and things. 

Tau-avanga, Husband and wife. 

Tau-tamana. Father and child. 

Tau-txnana, Mother and child. 

Tamana. Father; paternal uncle. Tamana fakafai. Adopted father*. 

Tuatinana. Maternal uncle*. 

7 'imziuz.* Mother; maternal aunt. Tinana fakafai. Adopted mother; step¬ 
mother*. 

Vosa. Son; nephew*. 

Taifu. Daughter; niece of maternal aunt*. 

Tau~taina. Brother to brother; sister to sister; male cousin to male cousin; 
female cousin to female cousin*. 

Tau-tuangaaru. Brother and sister; male cousin and female cousin (near 
and distant)*. 

Tau-tangata. Men of the same age; of the same epoch; generation**. 

No one was so much a stran^r to the sister in the ordinary 
reladons of life as the brother^*. 

UVEA 

In Uvea the members of the same family ought never to 
ap{>ear together without being covered uith long garments; 
and if it happened, even accidentally, that a male cousin 

* Gardiner, vol. xxvii, p. 478. ■ Gr6zel, p. 260. 

• Ibid. p. 255, • Jhid. p. 278. • Ibid. p. 270. 

• Ibid. p. 301. * Ibid. p. 252. * Ibid. pp. 260, 252. 

* IM. pp. 260, 266. ** Ibid. p. 200. 

** P. Poupinel, AJ*J^. vol. xxxii, p. 99. 
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should let an improper word escape him in the presence of his 
women relations, the latter would retire at once, or out an end 
to the conversation*. 


TONGAREVA 

The following Tongareva (Penrhyn Island) terms have been 
collected by Smith* from Lamont’s narrative. 

Matua. Parent. 

Matuavahine. Mother. 

Tamaiti, Child. Tamari. Boy. 

Tima or teina. Brother or sister. Lamont also gives teina as meanine 
brother or couun*. ® 

Tuahine. Sister. 

A brother ^d sister, after a long absence, could not embrace, 
but had to sit down facing each other, and nod their heads) 
one to one side, and the other to the opposite*. A first-born 
might not kiss his sister; nor might she cross his path, when 
the wind that had passed over her was likely from its course to 
touch his most sacred person*. I have suggested that the 
reason why a Tongan might not eat anything ^ch his father’s 
sister had carried w'as fear of the infective taboo arising from 
her superiority under matrilineal descent. I make here the 
same suggestion as to the wind and a man’s sister; the great 

^***** The practice disclosed goes, I 
think, bevond the requirements of sexual avoidance. 

A mother might kiss her son, but he might not embrace his 
mother*. 


BUKABUKA 

The following Bukabuka (Danger Island) terms are given bv 
Hutchin’. ^ ^ 


Kainga-tane. Real brother. 

Kainga-XHttna. Real sister. 

Whareatua. The daughter of the elder or eldest brother. 
Imakava. The daughter of the sister. 

Tainamua. Elder or eldest. Tamamure, Younger or youngest*. 


' vd. XIII, p, i6. 

* Lamont, p. 392. 

* Gill, L.SJ. p. 47. 

’ Hutchin, vol. in, p. 176. 

* No specific relationship is refe 
which theM terms are used. 


• Snriith. NJSJ, vol. xxii, pp, loi tag. 
Ibid. p. 136. 

• Lamont, p. 136. 
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TIKOPIA 

RtiaUonfhip /<n«j 

Rivers |iv« two sep^ie accounts of the relationship terms 
used in the island of Tikopia, of which one is based upon 
information obtained from a Wallis Island native named 
M^escre, who had been in Tikopia for twenty years^ and the 
other on particulars collected by Mr Durrad, the misstonarv*. 
I ne lollomng is taken from one or other or both of th^ 
accounts; but some terms given in only one of them, or as to 

by’thelette^“(M)or(DT" ^"“^uished 

Mattia or toku-matua. Husband. 

Nofine or ioht-Tiofittt. Wife. 

father; Ins brtr^rs; the husbands of the mothcr^fl sbtcrs: iht 
father of^c husband or wife; the daughter's husbund* 

nf rbrother; the mother 

ill) for“h * *''’*• “ 

Tama, The child (reciprocal to pa and nau}. 

iised by a by the mother and her 

^ ^ ^ by both men and women though 

possibly It is properly a term used by men only (DJ, ' ^ 

Brothers call one another taina, the elder being distinguished 
as re nmatiia; and the younger as re roio; a brother and sister 
call one another The terms and ka^e are used bv 
whom we should call cousins, whether the children of 
father*s sister, mother^s brother, or mother's 

Brothers ^ one another in general iaina, while the reciprocal 
term used between a brother and sister is katw. There are 
however, special terms according to age, the eldest of a familv 
being called te rumatua, the youngest te toetaL and the inter¬ 
mediate members te rotp, '^che inside.” Brothers and sisters 
are distinguished by the addition to the other terms of tar^ata 
and/lyiw respectively. The terms tmna and kave are used for 
cousins of all kinds, r.e. for all those of the same generation 
with whom kmship can be traced, including both categories 
of cousin. A distinction is made, however, between the^ two 
categories; the chddren of the father’s brother or mother's 

* Rivera, HJlf.S, voL I, 

* Ibid, pp. 24^ 

Mi -95 And 141 - 8 . 


, ' -pp-« 30'7 

* Ibid, DD. 241 j^. Sec also Mr Durrad's vocabulary in y.P,S. vol, buj, pp. 
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sister are called toku taina (or k^we) fakalau^ or my brother 
(or sister) make gCH^"; while the children of the mother's 
brother or father's sister are called toku trnna (or kave^ faka- 
pariki^ “my brother (or sister) make bad.” I point out that, 
if there were tw'o intermarrying groups, then whether descent 
W'cre matrihneaj or patrilineal, the **gcK)d” cousins would be 
those of the same group, and the “bad” ones those of the 
other group (the cross-cousins). 

^ The mother's brother is called taatina^ and he calls his 
sister's son iramutu [which is the same term as the ilamdu of 
Samoa and Tonga]. 

The father's sister is called mesakitmwa^ though (D) she may 
also be called nana^ She calls her brother's child tama^ 

All kinds (in the classificatory sense) of grandparents are 
called iupuna \ but (D) those of different sex are distinguished 
by the addition of the words tangaia or faftne^ and (D) the 
grandfather may also be called puiangnta^ and the grandmother 
pufine, 

.All grandchildren are called makupuna ■ though (D) they may 
also be called tama^ thus classing them with the childreiil 
'Fhe father of the husband or w'lfe is tamalia fongoai, or pa 
fotigoai^ but is often spoken of simply as pa* Similarly the 
mother-in-law is toko nana foneoai. or simp I v nana or nane 
(D). 

The consort of son or daughter is called Jongoana or tautau 
pariki^ or may be addressed by name (D)* 

The wife's brother and sister's husband call one another 
tangata or and nvo sisters-in-law' call one another fim or 
ma 

The four relatives of this category of different sex—the 
wife's sister and sister's husband (woman speaking) on the one 
hand, and the husband's brother and brotlier's wife (man 
speaking) on the other hand, call one another tama^ the word 
normally used between brothers; i.e. this word, when denoting 
relatives by marriage, is used between those of different sex. 
This term is also used by the husbands of two sisters, and 
probably by the wives of two brothers (D), 

A number of these terms could be picked out, for comparison 
of their meanings with those given above, from a Tikopian 
vocabulary prepared by Durrad^, but 1 have not done this. 


yj\S, vjjL xxti, pp. 36-95, r+i’8* 
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Mittfter’i brother and faihtr'^ mter 

The mo^er^s brother had several important fimcdons. When 
umbilical cord of a newly-bom child dropped off, and 
apin when the latter wore his perineal doth for the first time 

of presents between the motherbrother 
and the father. It was the mother^s brother who incised his 
nephew, and either he or the mother who aftenvards smeared 
the boy ivith turmenc. He took a leading part in digdne a 
man s grave. A man and his mother^s brother might ea^ take 
the p^essions of the other, though there do not appear to 
have been any special regulations connected with the practice^ 
nor did Rivers hnd that a man showed any special obedience* 
to his mother s broth^. The mother's brother shared with the 
father^ the pre^nts ^ven on the marriage of his niece. The 
fathers sister had the deading voice m connection with her 
nephews marriage; she usualfy selected his wife, and if he 
made his own choice and she forbade the match, it would be 
mven up. She would give him bark-cloth, mats and food, but 
he rmght not take them mthout leave, or even ask for them, 
bimilarly he would give things to her, but she would neither 

take nor for them. He might go into her house and talk 
and eat with her*. 


Cro« cousins 

There were interesting relations between cross-cousins {tahm 
jo^panki) as distinguished from cousins whose parents were 
of the ^me sex {iaina The cross-cousins might not 

stnke, injure, or speak evil of one another, though the others 
might do so; and the distinction was evidently based upon 
something more than mere social etiquette, for Rivers mvs 
that if a child struck the child of his father^s sister, the latter 
iTOuld call upon her atua to imure the offender, and speaks of 
the sore wth which that offender would be afflicted, and 
descnbes the ^her supplications offered to the gods, and 
compbcations that arose®. 


Avoidance as helwctn matrimonial 

■ ^ no reference to brother and sister avoidance 

in likopia; but Rivers gives information as to certain avoid¬ 
ances and taboo between relatives by marriage, as to ^vhich I 

1 Rivcrt, voL t. pp. 30« ifl.p 312. a pp ^ 

14-2 
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may that I have come across no mention of anything of the 
sort in any of the islands of Polynesia proper. There was 
avoidance behveen a man and his wife*s brother; they might 
not say each other's names; if one was sitting, the other might 
not take anything from above his head i indeed he wouid not 
go near him; if one wished to speak to the other he w'ould do 
w oniy from a distance j they^ would not bathe at the same time 
in a stream. The mother of a man's wife was spoken of as being 
very taboo; nothing might be taken from above her head when 
she w^as sitting, and a wide swTep had to be made round her 
in p^mg. The same rules applied to a wife's father, though 
in this case they were not regarded as so important^ 

Obsttvaiiosts 

I will conunent on a couple of points in this evidence. In 
the discussion of matrilineai descent I have suggested that the 
practice for the family of a father, on the occasion of the birth 
of a child, to give presents to the family of the mother may 
have had its ongin m a recognition that, under a system of 
mainlineal descent, it wp the mother’s family that would have 
the prior right to the child; that the giving of the presents was 
a survival of a system of purchasing it; and that the fact that 
the process of purchase was neutralized by the return presents 
given by the mother’s family to that of the father was not 
necessarily inconsistent with this suggested explanation. The 
statement that if a child struck the child of his father's sister, 
she would call upon heralua to injure the offender, who would 
m consequence be afflicted with a sore, is probably another 
example of the sister^s curse, which 1 have associated" w-ith her 
superior sanctity', under matrilineai descent. 


DUFF ISLANDS 


Fox gives the following particulars, obtained from two quite 
young boys of the island of Taumako of the Duff group of 
relationship terms used in that island^. * 


Saifia. Fatheri father^s brother; mother's brother. 
Sina, Moiher | father’s sister; mother^s sister. 
Tukuatub'ki^ Son. 

Tuku Brother (apparently a general word), 

brother. Tuku turns. Younger brotliEr. 


Tuku~ tokutt^. Elder 


* Rivers, HM.S. voL J. pp. 30 S rqr. 


* Ft^t7-P.S, vol. XXVI, p. 1 ^. 


OTHER MELANESIAN ISLANDS aij 

Tuflu io^nf. SiSiicr^ whether eldcf or j'oungftr* 

Sipu. Grandfather; grandmother; htiaband of father's sister. 

He ^vas cold by these boj's that there was a special bead 
between a boy and his mother's brother; he might take any of 
his uncle s property freely, and when the unde died, all his 
property went to his nephew I may point out that if this 
nght of mhentance by the nephew applied to land, then, bear- 
ing m mind that in Poljm^ia succession to title and inheritance 
of the land generally went together, it may be that succession 
w'as matniineal. 


ONGTONG JAVA AND SiKAIANA 

Apparently the languages of these two clusters of islets are 
largely Polynesian in character. Ray has given some vocabulary 
matter collected from the works of other UTiters®, from which 
some relationship terms can be extracted; but as in a number 
of cases the terms given by writers diflfer, and I do not find 
terms wluch have the special interest of age or f^ily distinction, 
or of different use betw^een members of the same or opposite 
sexes, 1 do not propose to lengthen this chapter by repro^cing 
them, more especially as Ray's particulars are so readily ac¬ 
cessible. ^ 

FUTUNA (NEW HEBRiDESj 

Some modes of relationship address in Futuna (N, Hebrides) 
are given by Gunn, though only in English ^ Children called their 
father's brothers “father," and their mother's sisters “mother," 
and the latter called the children “son" and “daughter!" 
They called their mother's brothers “uncle," and their Other's 
f/st^rs "aunt," while the latter called them “nephew” and 
niece," A father called his daughter's husband “ nephew,'* and 
his son's wife “ niece." “ They were in reality his nephew and 
niece when his son or daughter was married ► according to 
native law\ to the daughter or son of his sister/' Old people 
were called '^grandfather*' or "grandmother,*' and called the 
children grandchild/' 

It was highly improper for brothers and sisters to appear 
before each other in deshabilk^ or talk in an indecent manner 
within hearing of each other*. 


* ihfd. 

* vol. JOO'i, pp. 

* Gunn, pp. 205 


103-5 fOntong Jivk); pp. 39-^ (Sikalanfl). 
‘ Ibid. p. 358. 
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OBSERVATIONS 

There are pvo features of the relationship terms used between 
brother and sisters to which I draw attention. One of these 
IS the terminolo^caJ distinction between relative ages, and the 
^Jisnnctjon between members of the same sex and 

tWtWs I must point out 
that the of Samoa, Fonga^ Rarotonga and the Paumotu is 
wanting in the Socie^^ Islands, and is changed to n (some- 
t Marquesas. In referring^^o the 4 >dcty 

f the MS. matter in thiBritish Museum 

copy of Dadoes s Tahjiiati Grammar because of the uncertainty 
as to Its authorship and completeness. 

distinction, we find that in Samoa, 
niJst no age distinction in tuangane is mentioned, tei was used 
for a yo^ger broker or sister; in the Society Islands luaana 
as used for an elder, and tema for a younger brother or sister 
In ronga toafe/e was used for the elder brother or sister, and 
tcAma for Ac younger; m Rarotonga tuakaita <} tomipfliml was 

Tthe Mat" thf younger bUhert sC 

t broAer or sister; in Ae Paumotu 

Marouesan k) was used for the 
Sp* ^ tona for the younger brother or sister; in Niue 

M ^ ■" Btiltabuka tainamua was used for the 

ta/Z y^nger of two persons; in Tikopia 

toi™, ^cn by Itself, seems to have had no reference to age 
but distinguishing terms were added; in Ae Duff Islands laL- 
toW was used for the elder brother, and m&t-teiW for Ae 
younpr. This shows how widely spread was Ae terminological 
age distmetjon, the root terms in most cases being appamntiv 

SSS 

for, as Rivers points out, it would seem to be an onmnal feature 
of ocianic nomenclature; and he su^ests that in ^aces where 
Ac distinction was absent it had formerly been present* In 

Samoa mu»|m,e „,cant brother of sister^ and appSv to’ 

was not used as beA-cen the sexes; in Tonga tuo^aam meant 

* Rjvcre, HM.S. vol. Ji, p. 
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brother of sister, but taukeu and tehina were only used as be- 
^een brother and brother, and sister and sister; in the Society 
M^dsiuaane meant brother of sister, and tjmhine meant sister 
of brother, but tuakana and teifta were used for persons of 
the same sex; Rarotonga docs not help us in this matter; in 
the Marquesas tumie and ieine were used as between broiier 
and sister, and sister and brother, but tiunm and used 

as between brother and brother, and sister and sister; in the 
Paumotu tungahim meant the sister of a man, but the use of 
tezna^ as defined by Tregear, does not necessarily point to use 
only as bemeen the same or opposite sexes; in Niue tungane 
m^nt a w'oman s brother, and njuia meant, according 

to Smith, a man's brother or a w^oman's sister, and, though we 
rannot say exactly what he means in defining taokeie, he t]^ 
that tehtna was used between brother and brother and sister 
and sister; in Rotuma senghont meant man's sister, ssngvev^fte 
meant W'oman s broker, and was used between brother 

and brother, and sister and sister; in Fotuna tau-iunFigastie 
was used as bcuveen persons of opposite sexes, and tau-imnd 
between those of the s^e sex; Tongareva, does not help 
us; nor does Bukabuka; in Tikopia a brother and sister called 
one another Aaic, but brothers called each other ta^; the Dulf 
Islands do not help us^ A number of terms are introduced into 
this comparative statement; but I draw attention to the fact that 
those used as between members of opposite sexes ended in a 
number of casts with e, and those used between members of 
the same sex with a. 

The special relationship between a man and his sister has 
b^n attributed to sexual avoidance, they being mem^rs of 
the same ^oup, between whom marriage or sexual intercourse 
would be improper, and mpy of the features of the attitude 
of a brother towards his sister may no doubt be attributed 
to this relationship. A person's relationship to his or her 
mother's brother has been associated with the fact that, with 
matnlin^ descent, it was the maternal uncle, and not the 
related to the nephew or niece; and here again 
this interpretation Is presumably correct to a large extent A 
man's relationship in Melanesia to his father's sister is, accord¬ 
ing to Rivers's hypothesis, closely connected with her former 
posituon as a potential wife; and this may account for it, 
papally at all events. 1 suggest, how'ever, that the customs 
and practices to which I have referred in discussing both 
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matrilincal descent and what I have called special relationship 
matters introduce a fourth factor, which must be borne in 
mind in considering PoljTiesia, namely the recognition by the 
Polynesians of a social, and indeed religious* superiority of a 
sister over her brother, which seems, in some islands at all 
events — the bulk of the detailed information as to this comes 
from Samoa — to have given the sister a certain amount of 
control over her brother, a control which, it appears, was some¬ 
times transmitted to her descendants, or some of them, and could 
be exercised over his descendants, or some of them. I have 
suggested that this superiority of the sister* and her right 
of control was founded on a lingering belief that, notwith¬ 
standing the development of patriuneal succession, the sister's 
son had, under the system, still continuing to a greater or less 
extent, of matrilineal descent, a better right than had the 
children of the brother to be eligible for succession to the 
name or title of the social group; and I have, I think, shown 
how the attitude and practices found to have prevailed as be¬ 
tween a person and his sister, his mother*s brother and his 
facer's sister respectively, may in some cases have had their 
origin, wholly or partly, in the superiority of the sister over the 
brother. 


CHAPTER XX 
TOTEMISM 
PRELIMINARY 

A very large number of the Polynesian ^ods were be¬ 
lieved to be incarnate in or to have a practice of entering 
into creatures of the animal kingdom* and to be immanent m 
or enter into trees, plants ana inanimate objects; and the 
beliefs of the people as to the attitude towards themselves of 
these gods, and of their incarnations or objects with which 
they were associated, and the customs and practices of the 
people in relation to the animals and other objects were of such 
a character that they raise the question whether the evidence 
does not point to something which, if it was not itself totemism, 
must have had its origin in totemism, or in ideas similar to 
those upon which totemism has probably been based* The 
main feature by which the Poljmesian system differs from true 
totemism is that the animals and objects were regarded as being 
incarnations of or associated with gods, which is not a feature 
of totemism* The question arises, therefore, how are we to 
account for the difference between the Polynesian system and 
true totemism? If we are to believe that the cult of the in¬ 
carnate gods of Polynesia was a development of, or connected 
in some way with totemism, how are we to suppose that the 
evolution from one system to the other had come about? This 
problem, which is one of considerable complexity and difficulty, 
has been the subject of discussion by writers* My original 
intention was to consider the subject afresh here in the Tight 
of the more extensive materials which I have obtained from 
my investigation of the ethnology of Polynesia; but this would 
involve the consideration of the general subject of the worship 
of the dead, which, whilst it may probably have been con¬ 
nected closely with the Polynesian svstem of incarnate gods, 
includes matters that do not touch tfie question of totemism* 
This subject of the w-orship of the dead is a large and important 
one, and does not come within the scope of the present book, 
though I hope to be able to deal with it in the near future 
It is therefore necessary to postpone till then the consideration 
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of the connection of the PoJ)niesian system with true totemiam. 
Some of the evidence, however, points incidentally to si con¬ 
nection bet\VMn sacred anintals or objects and dead men* and 
whilst refraining from entering into a discussion of the origin 
of the Polynesian system* I do not propose to adopt what 
would, J think, be the inconvenient plan of excluding a(f 
evidence of this character merely because it forms part of the 
material for the consideration of the wider subject* 

I shall often use the terms “totem” and “lotemism” in 
headings for shortness, ^d for convenience* to connect the 
headings with the totemlc ideas and practices to which they 
are intended to call attention; the terms will also occur from 
time to time in the text, especially when I am quoting their use 
by other writers* It must be understood, however* that in 
using the terms I am not suggesting that the subject with 
which we are dealing is true totem ism. 


SAMOA 


General 


Turner gives us two lists of incarnate gods (I am using this 
term for shortness* disregarding the quesiJon of actual incarna¬ 
tion, and shall often do so in subsequent pages), which he 
divides into “^ds superior—war and general village gods” 
and ” gods inferior or household gods"*. As stated in a previous 
chapter* I think that Tumer*s village is what I have tailed a 
jnllage district* composed of a number of villages; but we must 
hardly assume that Turner’s twofold division of the gods is 
terminologitally e:^ct* Probably his first list may be reWded 
broadly as including general island gods, gods of districts^* 
village districts and perhaps some large villages* whilst the 
second includ^ small villages and domestic households* 

I have, I think, shown that the grouping and sub-grouping 
if substantially social in character* families 

and branchy sub-branches of families tending to occupy 
their own districts, village districts and villages; and that even 
where branches of separate families dwelt together, in the sense 
that they occupied lillages In the same village district, this 
apparent local grouping seems to have originated mainly in 


* Turner* chnps. iv and V. 

* In stmr ciiKfl it H doiT thu the aitas to which ht nfent are diamcru and 
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family relationships based on previous mtermairiages. If this 
view is accepted j we have prima fade ground for believing that 
th^e gods of local ^eas were in fact to a large extent the 
deities of specihc social groups and sub-groups of the people, 
whic^ would be consistent, so far as the evidence goes, and 
eliminating the question of exogamy, with our conception of 
totemic clans. 

Pritchard that the national gods, by which he means 
what were regarded as the original gods who made the universe, 
had no incarnations; that the district gods, which he defines 
p the gods presiding over the various political dVisions of the 
islands, were incarnate, some in birds, others in fishes, one in 
the rainbow, another in a meteor—and so on; that ^vhat he 
calls “town go^" generally took up their abode in birds, and 
the w^hoie family of the bird which the god had selected was 
held sacred by the town; and that gods of individuals, to 
whom a man was dedicated at birth, took up their abode in 
a shark, coconut, banana, bonito, eel, etc.^ The chief points 
of these remarks are the alleged absence of incarnation of the 
original creator gods, and the special predilection of what 
Pritchard calls '* town gods " for birds. As to the former pro¬ 
position, I may say that Tangaroa was, i think, the only 
dominant creation god known in Samoa, and that he (the great 
creator god, as I have contended, of the people whom I have 
called "the Tangaroans”^ was, according to Turner, repre- 
^nted by the tun or snipe, in which he says the god was 
incarnate, but which I believe was an incarnation, not of Tan¬ 
garoa, but of Sina, who helped him in his work of creation; 
the other objects which Turner connects with Tangaroa w?ere 
a large wooden bowl, a hollow stone, and the small stones 
under the trees in a sacred grove in the interior^. I cannot 
say which other gods Pritchard had in mind, to w^hom his 
description of these original gods would apply. 

Stair dirides the Samoan supernatural beings into four 
classes: (r) the atua or original gods, (3) tupua, or deified spirits 
of chiefs, (3) aituj including descendants of original gods, and 
(4) 0 inferior class of mischievous spirits. The only 

example he givp of the first class is Tangaroa; he says nothing 
about incarnation of gods of the second class; but when he 
describes the third class, among whom he includes by name 
some of the oldest and most important members of the Samoan 

^ Pritchard, pp. tjotqq , 107. * Turner, pp 
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were believed to be accustomed to 
take the fomis of certain objects, such as birds, iish, sharks, 
stones, reptiles, etc., as well as human form^ and as to this 
1 may say Tumer^s list of gods superior includes the 
important Samoan gods, a number of whom had animal 
incarnations. 

There are other references to the same subject. Every family 
m Samoa had its own tutelary animal, or aitu^a pigeon or 
^me other bird, a fish, etc.^ Each district bad its tutelary 
deity and each family its totem^. Each family had its divinity 
(tfi/if). Some ^d as divinities the fish in the sea, other families 
had birds as divinities^. Besides the chief gods who personified 
the pGwe^ of nature, the Samoans worshipped and feared a 
number of lesser divinities— aitu. They had house-gods, district 
gods, forest and grove gods. Most of these gods were wor- 
shipped in the forms of birds, fish, etc.* The chiefs all had their 
aitu or spinte, which th^- worshipped or obeyed; the attu of 
me chief who made this statement were fresh w^ater eels®, 
Ever}' village had its own god, everyone his own Lares or 
Penates m animal form". Most of the supernatural 

beings lived m eels, mkfish, flying fox, owls, etc,® 

Rivers was told that each district (I quote the term actuallv 
used by ^m without reference to my defined terminology for 
bamoaj had its atiui; that the atua of the informant's district 
on the outskirts of Apia was the/eV or octopus, this animal 
^mg the aiua of about 400 people; and that there w'as a house 
tor the animal at a place called FaJipouma; that the alua of the 
next district was the luk or owl, this bird belonging to about 
5^ people, ^d living at Sangata; that in another district the 
atua was a big kind of shell. He was also told that each family 
had an fl/Ma though he could not find out wEat his informant 
me^t by a family. Among other atua mentioned to him were 
a shark and a tree®. I must point out, as regards Riverses refer¬ 
ences to specific districts, with estimated populations, that it 
must not be ^umed that these were the only districts where 
these r^^tive were worshipped. We have seen how 
some of the families were scattered about, and it may well be 

^ Stair, pp. 21 t-i 6 . 

" 1S87-S, p. 7r. * P 

>Vlikes, Vi>|. IJ, pp. 75 jrt, T 

' Krtraer, SJ. vdI. i, p. • Rive,,, HjrKi.';; 36S, 
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that ^ese gods were worshipped in other areas, besides those 
mentioned by Rivers* Fe*e, in particular^ was a most im¬ 
portant Samoan god of the dead, and was, I suspect, one of 
the oldest Samoan deities; 1 cannot conceive that his worship 
was confined to a group of 400 people, though the district near 
Apia in Tuamasanga seems to have been the centre of his 
worship. 

I have made rough calculations as to the frequency of the 
appearance of each of the animal and other forma of mcarna’ 
tion, etc., in Tumer^a two lists of gods* There is no perceptible 
difference as rerards the characters of these incarnations in the 
^o respective Ests* The forms which appear most frequently 
in the lists are the eel and the octopus or cuttle-fish; next come 
the turtle and mullet; then the owl, the rail, and the pigeon; 
then the domestic fowl and the lizard* The list also includes 
the heron, creeper bird, kingfisher, snipe, and other forms of 
birds, the bat and flying fox, several fish, including the sting¬ 
ray, also the centipede, cockle, land crab, and crayfish and a 
butterfly. The only quadrupedal incarnations mentioned are 
the dog, and the heart of the pig* Gods are also stated to have 
been immanent in, or represented by stones, shells, certain 
shrubs, trees, leaves and seaweed, a skull, shark's teeth and 
whale*s teeth; also the moon, 3 star, lightning, a rainbow and 
a cloud; also a w ooden bowl, coconut leaf basket, and a coconut 
sp^; and they became incarnate in, or appeared as, human 
beings ^ There is no mention of the shark as a god, though 
shark *s teeth are included. 

In going through these lists we find examples of the following: 

(i) Two or more ^iJkgu or other areas, or two or inore fbmiliest’ having 
the same god with the same incaitiadon^. 

(z) Two or more sireas or two or tnort familicg having the game god with 
different incamationfl** 

(3) One area or family whose god has several incamaiions^* 

(4) a family who hive the same god with the same incimatioti** 

(5) An area and a family who have the same ^id with different incarnations ^ 

(o) An area and a family who have different pods*. 

* Turner, chaps* tv and v* 

* By gods of areas I mean Tumtr'a ^^Bods superipr—n-ar and general viliaec 
gods ; by gods of fomUies I mean his “goda inierior, or household fiods.” 

7+1^^ PP- =3^4 + 30. . 47 54, 59* ^4 tfl-n *7^?., 74, 

‘ /W. pp. jg*. aa to,. 50. 51. 73- 74. 76. < /Aj^. pp. zS-iu 

I P,P' ^ 5 ’? ' ■**» -^9 f 7 -i S ■ T 6 o TV. 

■ chapo. IV and v {frequeni)* 
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Some most interesting insight into the matter might have 
been obtained if only Turner had in each case given the names 
of his districts, vilfages and families, which we could have 
compared with the voluminous detailed information provided 
by Kramer. We could, for instance, have tried to ^d out 
w^hether the occupants of the areas and the families that came 
under categories i and 4 had a close social relationship, and 
compare this i^th the relationship, if any, of those of categories 
z and 5; vve might have found a possible explanation of category 
3; and as regards category 6, we might have found some clue 
to a differentiation between the woridiip of an area as a whole, 
and of the social groups, perhaps related, that occupied it. Un¬ 
fortunately, hoAvever, the needful information is not available. 

Speaking of the general question. Turner says that some 
birds and iishes were sacred to particular deities, and certain 
persons abstained from eating them; a person would not eat a 
fish supposed to be under the protection and care of his house¬ 
hold god, but he would eat without scruple a fish sacred to the 
gods of other families^ He then goes on to say that the dog, 
and some kinds of fish and birds were sacred to the greater 
deities—^thc dii majorumgefjiium —of the Samoans; and of course 
all the people (my italics) rigidly abstained from these things^. 
It is unfortunate that he is not more explicit as to this matter; 
but it i$ possible that Turner is drawing attention, in a loose 
and unsatisfactory' way, to a system of grouping and sub- 
under which each sub-group had its sacred animal, 
which it would not cat, whilst there was another animal which 
no member of the entire group would eat. 

Attitude of the people iovioTih the totem 

We now come to the question of the attitude of the people 
towards the sacred animals. Turner explains the fundamental 
feature of this in general terms by sa>ing that a man would eat 
freely of what was regarded as the incarnation of the god of 
another man, but would consider it death to injure or eat the 
incarnation of his own god, who was supposed to avenge the 
insult by taking up his abode in that person's body, and causing 
to generate there the very thing which he had eaten, until it 
produced death. This class of ^nii or tutelar deities was, he 
says, called aitu /ale, or gods of the house^. Williams tells us 

I Tu™r, pp. p. 113, 

" / 6 id. pp. Cf. Brown, p. 33 , 4 . 
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that the methixi by which the Samoans demonstrated their con¬ 
version was by publicly cooking and eadng their gods; though 
some of them did this with a fear that the gods would gnaw 
their vi^s, so that they would swell up or fall dowm dead, a 
fate which they tried to avert by drinking large quantities of 
coconut oQ and salt waters Pritchard says that the eating of 
the tutelary deity involved certain death, the god transferring 
his abode to the body of the transgressor, and remaining there 
till the thing eaten was reproduced in his body and killed him®; 
but other people might eat it®. Fraser saj^s the tutelary animal 
of a family was specially reverenced by them from generation 
to generation, and none of them would ever mention its name. 
A convert renounced heathendom by publicly destroying this 
animal aitu^ and the spectators stood by, expecting that he 
would immediately fall down dead^. Stuebel refers to an attri¬ 
bution to the family god, in its animal form, of the killing of a 
person, who had been guilty of theft and swore falsely that he 
w'as not so®. Graeffe says the animals were sacred and might 
not be eaten*. Kr^er refers to the fact that the prohibition 
only applied to the family or village district by w'hich the god 
was worshipped^. 

A number of specific examples of these practices arc given^ 
and many of them supply details w’hich present a clearer and 
fuller picture of the attitude of the people towards the animals, 
and so make it desirable that they should be referred to 
separately, notwithstanding a certain amount of repetition 
w'hich this involves. Turner gives a considerable number of 
examples, in addition to those which I quote, but it is not 
necessary for me to recapitulate them all. 

In one \illage® an owl, the incarnation of the war god 
Fanonga, was preserved as a pet, to which offerings of food 
w'ere presented; and if a dead owl were found, the villagers 
assembled, burned their bodies with firebrands, and beat their 
foreheads mth stones, till the blood flowed®. Practically the 
same performances attended the discov'ety' of the dead body of 
an owl, an incarnation of the w ar god Tongo^®. The great land 
god Moso was regarded by one family as incarnate in the 

^ WilLianu, pp. 434, 436, * FHichard, p. lofi. =■ Ibid^ p, 107. 

* Fraser, R.S.N.S.W. vol. kj[|i% p. 313 nolir i. 

* Stuebel, p. 130. ■* GnJefFe, M.C.G. Hamburg^ 18S7-8, p, 71, 

^ Krimer, SJ. vpl. n, 

* Thin Js Tumcr‘9 teim. J think it mearu what I have called a village district. 

* Tuiner, pp. 25 sq. Ibid^ pp. 60 ig. 
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ctittle-fish, and by another in the domestic fowl. The former 
family dare not eat the cutde-fish, and the latter believed that, 
if they ate the fowl^ delirium and death would follow Moso 
also appeared to one family in the form of a species of pigeon 
called tu [Pkkgoenas Simriy There was a tradition that the god 
had been born from a pigeon egg^, but T cannot show a 
connection between these two statements. The village god 
Nonia was incarnate in the cockle; any man of that village who 
picked up the shell fish on the shore and carried it away w-^ould 
suffer from a cockle appearing on some part of his body; if he 
ate it, the cockle would grow on his nosc^. Salevao was the 
name of a family god, incarnate in the eel and the turtle; any 
member of the family eating either incarnation was taken lU^ 
and, before death, heard the voice of the god sajing from 
within his body: "1 am killing this man; he ate ray incarna¬ 
tion*'^'*. We are told of a chief whose personal god was an eeL He 
fed it and worshipped it and obeyed its commands; and hew'ould 
have killed anyone who tried to catch, or even touched or dis¬ 
turbed it*. The war god Sepo Malosi was believed by one family 
to be incarnate in the prickly sea urchin, and the eating of this 
by a member of the family caused the growth of a pnckly sea 
urchin within his body®. The god Tongo was also incarnate 
with one family in the mullet; and the eating of this incarnation 
brought on a curse in the form of a squint^. The pigeon, as the 
incarnation of a family god Vave, was carefully kept and fed 
by different members of the family in turn®. In some parts of 
Samoa, where pigeons were kept as pets, the killing of a “ king 
pigeon ” w-as thought to be as great a crime as was th e taking the 
life of a nnanIt is probable that by “king pigeon ** is meant the 
specially sacred species to which I shall refer later on. It w'as 
also said that w hen the inhabitants of Aana were exiled after war 
by the conquering people of Manono, the pigeons abandoned 
the district, but returned w*hen the people of Aana were allowed 
to return*®. In Olosenga (one of the islands of Manu*a) a 
poison-tewthed eel was regarded as the incarnation of the god 
Fuailangi. The people would not eat it, and whenever it 
crawled out of the w-ater, it was caught and carried round on 
a stretcher and treated with reverence**. A family god, Apelesa, 


^ Tumcr. p 
^ Ibid, pp. 50 ti 
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Turner* p. 


* Von Below, vol. xij, p. lie, 

. _ tf. ‘ Wilkea, vol. II, pp. 76 fg. _ 
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was mcaipate m the turtle; though noite of the family dare 
partake of this, any of them was willing to help a neighbour to 
cut It upcook it; but, by way of self protection,lie would 
tie a bandage over his mouth, lest some embryo turtle should 
slip down his throat, grow up, and cause his death The sting 
ray was the incarnation with one family of the god Tongo' and so 
^reat was their respect for it, that, not only would they not eat 
It themselves, but even if it were caught by another family, a 
refuel by the latter to refrain from cooking it and give it uo 
would be fo owed by a fight". Any member of a family who 
caught or killed a butterfly, the incarnation of their god Tau- 
manupepe, was liable to be struck dead by the god" We are 
told of a bn-d whose death not only involved mourning and 
weeping and cutting of heads with stones, but was followed by 
a ^IcM ceremony, the bird being wrapped up in t^pa and 
publicly buned. The explanation of this wassaiif to be the fear 
that If they ^d not propitiate in this way the god whose in- 
^mation had died, he would abandon the village, or some other 
d^e evil would befall its inhabitants*. Kramer gives an account 
of a custom m Olosenga m connection with the ^ Fuailangi 
{^hom I have mentioned already), incarnate also in the Jamprev 
Whenever a lamprey came ashore, it was put into a large litter 
and ^med round the whole island; after which it was l^me up 
a hdl, apparently a general burying place for stranded lamprey^ 
and solemnly buned m a large grove made of stones. After t^s 
there a funeral feast at which many pigs were roasted and 
eaten. The feast might last for six days, and during this 
^riod stones were collected for the monument on the mve^. 
Turner speaking of the same god (incarnate in a sea-eeR, says 
that it had an altar which the people carried about with them 
[perhaps he is referring to Kr^cr^s " litter ^ and that any 
persori found cooking or eating its incarnation had his ev<s 
burned and his scalp clubbed by wav of punishment®. In 
bringing tribute to their king, the fetching of the lampreys 
was preceded by a beating of the people's heads till they bled 
and the lamprey was brought on a litter". Rivers gives a few 
examples of incarnate gods whose worshippers would not eat 


* Turner, pp. 67 iq. 

; {«m«. sj. v..;,.. p. 

' Kramer, S.L vol. J, p. 451. ^ ^ 
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them'. Pritchard gives examples of the same taboo as between 
an individual and the god to whom he had been dedicated at 
birth; among other things he refers to the pigron whose wor¬ 
shipper would neither eat it nor injure one of its feathers; the 
dog, which the man whose god it was would not eat, or even 
stnke with his hand or a stone, though others feasted on it; 
and he speaks of a man whose god was enshrined in a coconut, 
and who therefore never drai^ coconut milk®. We are told 
that in one place the limpet was sacred, and so safe from injury®. 
Kramer rives examples of the same idea in connection with 
eels, inkh^, flying fox and owls'*. There is a tale of a chief the 
god of whose family was present in the fowl. Being told to kill 
and eat a fowl in proof of his conversion to Chnstianity, he 
did so; but being still afraid, he blew away the feathers as an 
offering to the god®. The fuia bird (Stumoides atrifuscd) was 
not injured, because of fear of the g^ Moso, to whom it was 
sacred*. Wilkes refers to a practice of making a feast for the 
king’s whose portion was placed near his supposed dwelling 
placeand there arc references to this practice in which the 
aitu was identified with an owl®, and a heron®. 

SpUt totems 

Samoa supplies examples of revered objects which seem to 
come within the character of what are called “split” totems. 
The probable origin of these is, according to Frazer, the seg¬ 
mentation of a single original clan, which had a whole animal 
for its totem, into a number of clans, each of which took the 
name either of a part of the original animal or of a sub-species 
of itThe term is adopted in the fourth edition of Notes and 
Queries on Anthropology for the case of different parts of an 
animal being associated with different diWsions of a social 
group. I may point out in advance that the Samoan evidence 
merely shows tnat parts only of certain things were reverenced 
by certain groups of people; the social connection of those 
groups with other g^roups that reverenced other parts of the 
same things cannot be demonstrated, and at best can only be 
inferred or suspected. Frazer uses the term “cross” totem for 
a totem which is neither a whole animal or plant, nor a part of 

‘ Riven, W JVf. 5 . vol. I, p. 3^8. * Pritchard, pp. 107 sq. 

• Hood, p. i^. ‘ Krimcr, SJ. vol. i, p. 23. 

‘ Brown, A.Aji.S. vol. xiv, p. 404. • Ibid. p. 409. 

’ Wilkes, vol. 11, p. 133. * Von BQlow, Globus, vol. Lxviii, p. 365. 

• Stuebcl, p. 105. “ Frazer, T. & E. vol, i, p.58. 
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one particular species of animal or plant, but is a particular 
part of all (or of a number of species of) animals or plants^. 

Pritchard says that in Samoa, Tonga and Fiji, household or 
family cods were believed to dwell not only in animals and 
things, but in parts of certain things. For example, the god of 
one family might dwell in the left wing of a pigeon, and the 
god of another in a fruit, etc.; and the animal or mine in which 
the god was enshrined was strictly sacred to the family*. Then 
again, speaking of gods of individuals, to whom men were 
dedicated at birth, he says these gods sometimes took up their 
abode in the left wing of a pigeon, the tail of a dog, or the right 
leg of a pig*. Von Billow questions the piossibiiity of these 
gods, to which Pritchard refers, selecting as their dwelling 
places only these limbs of animals, so long as they formed 
parts of their living bodies*. Looking at the matter solely from 
the point of view of a god’s incarnation or entry into an animal, 
the point raised by von Billow is an obvious one, for it is 
difficult to conceive of a god doing such a thing. It seems to 
me, how'ever, that this very difficulty enhances the value of 
these conceptions, involved by what I am regarding as “split” 
totems, as evidence of the totemic origin of the incarnate gods 
of Polynesia; because in the hypothesis of such an origin w’e 
have a conceivable explanation of what would otherwise be 
very difficult to understand. The idea may have been that the 
god was supposed to be more or less immanent in the whole 
animal, but more especially in the particular part to w'hich the 
belief applied; but unless w'e reco^ize a totemic origin in the 
belief, we have to face the question, w'hy did the god enter 
specially into a leg or a wing, instead of the head, which w^as 
the most sacred part of the body of a man and of an animal, 
and would therefore be the natural home centre of a god that 
occupied the entire animal. Turner speaks of a family one of 
whose gods was embodied in the heart of a pig; and the family 
would not eat this, believing that by so doing they would 
swallow the germ of a living heart, by which the insulted god 
would bring about death*. He also tells of a god incarnate in 
a bird called who was spoken of as the “eye eater,” be¬ 
cause, apparently, he picked out people’s eyes. The eyes of 
fish were sacred to this god, and never eaten by any of the 

* fbid. p. 14. • Pritchard, pp. sq. 

* Ibid. p. 107. • Von BQlow, iJlJE, vol. xiv, p. 24. 

* Turner, p. 7a. 
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family*. Frazer refers to this as an example of a cross-split 
totem*; and so far as the fish’s eyes are concerned, it was of 
that character; but there seems to be some confusion betw'een 
them and the bird in which the god was said to be incarnate. 
Perhaps the reason for not eating the eyes of fish was that by 
doing so they would be cadng the food of the god. There u-as 
another family god called lulautalo (ends of the taro leaf) to 
whom the ends of leaves and other things were considered 
sacred, and not to be handled or used in any way. In daily 
life the family had to cut oflF the ends of all the taro, bread¬ 
fruit and coconut leaves which they required for culinary pur¬ 
poses. Ends of taro, yams, bananas, fish, etc., were also care¬ 
fully laid aside, and considered as unfit to be eaten, as if they 
were poison. In case of sickness, however, the god allowccl, 
and indeed required, that the patient should be fanned with 
the ends of coconut leaflets*. Frazer refers to this case as an 
example of a cross-split totem*. I draw attention, however, to 
the fact that the name of the god connects him only with the 
taro (talo), which may originally have been the only plant with 
which he was associated. It seems to me to be conceivable 
that this was so, and that the idea of the sanctity of the end of 
the taro might produce confusion in the people’s minds, and 
cause them to apply it to the ends of the yams, bananas, fish, 
etc., also; indeed I suggest that some of the cross-split totems 
may have been originally only split totems, and may have 
become cross-split totems in this way. The god Tuiali‘i (king 
of chiefs) was seen in animal forms and also in the ends of 
banana leaves; and anyone using one of these as a cap would 
be punished with balclness. He was a family god, and all the 
children bom in the family were called by his name®. According 
to one of the legends of the eel god Pili, he married the daughter 
of the king of Aana, and one of his children by her was named 
from the back of a turtle caught at that time®. The custom of 
pving to children names derived from events occurring at the 
dmes of their birth prevailed in Samoa, and there is nothing 
in this case to which I can point as a god incarnate in the bacK 
of a turtle; but the selection for the child’s name of a portion 
only of the turtle’s body points to ideas similar to those shown 
in split totems. 

' Turner, p. 74. * Frazer, T. & E. vol. i, p. 14. 

■ Turner, p. 70. • Frazer, T. & E. vol. i, p. 14. 

* Turner, pp. 75 sq. * Ibid. pp. 232 tqq. 
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Sharks 

There are a few animals which had better, I think, be 
mentioned specially; and I will begin with the shark. Turner 
includes this as an epmple of an incarnate god, w^hose wor¬ 
shipper would treat it with veneration, and woidd not eat it, 
though another man would do so*. Fraser says the naiufi w'as 
a very sacred sort of shark, very rarely seen; and when one of 
these was caught the fishermen kept a fire burning night and 
day for seven dap*. Hood refers to the worship of the shark, 
and says that it is alleged that the sharks were tamed at times 
through being constant^ fed at accustomed places; in one 
place in the island of Tutuila there were two sharks which 
came in when called umn “in the name of an old famous 
chief”®. Kramer quotes Thilenius {Globus, Bd 78) in describing 
the proceedings after a first successful catch of a shark. A single 
boat, designated matamata, went in front of the other boats 
of the returning expedition, and in it stood the foherman 
w'ho had caught the shark, and gave with his oar a sign to 
those on the snore that he had done so. Silence prevailed, and 
w'hen the boat ran ashore the catcher of the shark was greeted 
by his wife, who handed him a fine mat, and upon tbis the 
shark was laid. As it was taboo as food to the people, it was 
carried to the chief, who took the mat for himself, and divided 
the flesh of the shark. The man who had caught it might not 
receive any portion, and had to retire to his house, which was 
closed, and adopt the appearance of a mourner. Aftenvards 
the chief sent for him ^d granted him, before the assembled 
people, the honour or title of tautai alCi (fisherman chief) and 
he received presents, and sometimes there was a feast*. The 
statement that the shark was taboo as food to the people does 
not, I think, mean that it was absolutely so, because of the 
reference to the subsequent division by the chief of the flesh 
and the enforced abstinence of the man who caught it. I think 
the recjuirement was that the shark should first be offered to 
the chief, after which the people might eat it, though this 
pri\ilege may have been confin^ more or less to members of 
the chief class. I cannot say whether these writers about the 
shark are describing general or common Samoan customs, or 
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whether these were pureW local, or connected with some specific 
social group or groups; Thilenius's statement seems, on the face 
of it, rather to be the former. 

Turilts 

The turtle is an incarnation that appears in Tomer's lists 
of gods, referred to above. It is said that these animals, wor¬ 
shipped as aitu, were, like the sharks, tamed at times through 
being constantly fed at accustomed places ^ There was a legend 
of a woman and child who, being neglected by their family, 
w^dered off to the coast, where the woman picked up the 
child and jumped into the sea. They were changed into turtles, 
and ^tenvards came in that form at the call of the people of 
the village^. The turtle comes into some of the tales of the god 
Tinilau or Tingilau; I cannot introduce these stories here, but 
two points to which I dravr attention arc that, according to one 
account, the sister of Tingilau's father having eaten his fishes, 
he put on her a curse, in consequence of w-hich she bore two 
turtles, which he put in a pond and thus provided a sn^ice of 
food for Aana; and that subsequently one of these tuffJ^s w'as 
by guile taken off to TongaThe* latter statement'S of a 
character which, I think, sometimes discloses belief3<^f the 
people as to the inter-island places of origin of their g^- | 

Cuttle-Jish 

The cuttle-fish also appears several times in Turner's lists 
of gods; and this leads me to draw attention to a matter which 
has to be borne in mind in connection with the incarnate gods 
of Polynesia. The names of many of these gods w'ere in no way 
connected tvith the names of the animals or objects in which 
they were supposed to be incarnate or immanent, and in these 
c^cs the gcxls c^ generally be identified with gods bearing 
the same names in other places with a reasonable amount of 
TOnfidence, The names of some deities, however, as recorded 
by writers, were simply those of their incarnations; we have, 
as reg^ds these, to avoid misconception and error, and the 
cutt e-feh K an excellent example of this. The name of the 
^me all through Polynesia, subject to the 
difference that arise in accordance with the rules for Inter- 
ch^ge of consonants, and in some cases we find cuttle-fish 
gods, w^orshipped by that name. In Samoa the word for the 

* Hood, p, i:ji, » Ttimer. p. r& 3 , > KriLmcr, JX val i, p. 130 
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cuttle-fish was/e*^; and one of the great Samoan sods of the 
dead, incarnate m the cuttle-fish, was named F/e, or O k 
Fe*e. There were, however, other Samoan gods associated with 
the ciiCtie-fisht i^Ioso, a well-known and important god, in no 
’wa^j^ to be confused or identified with Fe*e, had various incar¬ 
nations, and in one family it was the cuttle-fish^; the same 
remade ^plies to another general villa^ or district god Taisu- 
malie“. The household god Samani included the cuttle-fish 
among its inca^ations® ; so did the household god Soesai^, and 
the god Tuiali'i*. Another ^d, embodied in the cuttle-fish, 
was called Fe‘e*. These gods were apparently quite distinct 
from the great Fe^e, of the regions below; and yet an enquirer 
might readily be told by any family who recognized one of 
these gods in the cuttle-fish that its name was Fe'e, and we 
might thus be apt to jump to the conclusion that it was the 
great Fe*e, which might or might not be the case. The same 
possible source of error would arise, under similar circum¬ 
stances, with gods having other incamationsH. The cuttle-fish, 
as the embodiment of Fe*e, the god of the dead, must have 
had an importance and sanctity far in excess of what it possessed 
as representing minor gods. 

EelSt snaJtfs tmd 

Eels, snakes (often spoken of as serpents) and lizards—all of 
them creatures with pointed tails, and apparently more or less 
mixed up—occupy a prominent position in the religion of the 
Polynesians. There were various Samoan tales and beliefs about 
them; but I only propose to draw attention to a few of these. 
Lizards seem to have been in a way associated with the great 
god Tangaroa, not so much in the sense that he was supposed 
to be incarnate in them, but rather indirectly. I have already 
referred, in discussing political areas and systems, to the great 
Pili, whose descent from Tangaroa (who, according to some 
accounts, w'as his father) seems to have been pretty generally 
recognized in Samoa. Now pifi was the Samoan name of the 
lizard, the god was generally supposed to be incarnate in 
^is animal, so we may regard Pili as their great lizard god, 
just as Fe'e was their great cuttle-fish god, though other gods 
had the same incarnation. He was also supposed to be incarnate 
in the eel Von Bulow thinks it possible that the lizard was 
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looked upon in Samoa as the embodiment of Tangaroa^; but 
he gives no sufficient grounds for this statement, and there is 
no reference anywhere to the lizard as an incarnation of Tan- 
garoa* There were however one or two little matters which 
suggest a connection between TauMroa and Fill and the lizard. 
In the first place, the Samoan Ptli was primarily the god of 
net-fishing, and with the Maori Tangaroa was the god of the 
sea. There was a Samoan belief that Pili, the lizard, was the 
son of a man named Penga^; whilst in Tregear’s dictionary it 
is said that in New' Zealand Tangaroa's son Punga had two 
children, of whom one was the father of fish, and the other the 
father of reptiles. The similarity- between the names Penga and 
Punga suggests a possible connection between the tw-o beliefs. 
The feat of lifting the sky from the earth, commonly attributed 
to Maui, was in some islands credited to other gods. In Samoa 
the feat was, according to one legend, performed by Tii-tii^, 
the son of Tangaroa, and according to another, by’Tul-te'e- 
langi, by order of Tangaroa, In one of the Ellice Islands (a 
group strongly Samoan in culture) it was believed that the task 
was accomplished by "the sea eel or serpent It was said in 
Samoa that at first their lizards were all w-hite, but that one of 
them offended the gods, and so they made this one black; and, 
since then all his progeny had been black. The white ones, but 
not the black ones, were allowed to visit the heavens®. The 
interest of this tale^ for my present purpose, arises from a com- 
pi^ison of it with a Tongan legend of creation, of w*hich the 
following is an epitome. Tangaroa, designing to people Tonga, 
sent his tw-o sons with their waves to live there* One of these 
sons by his conduct caused the anger of the god, w^ho therefore 
decreed that the good son and his family should have w-hite 
skins* as their minds w-ere pure* and might sail to a ereat land 
to the east, and live there, and return to Tonga as fnd 
they hked; but he said that the other son and his people should 
^ black, because their minds were bad, and should remain in 
Tonra, and should not go to the great land of the other son 
and his people®, if we recognize that the permission to ^-isit 
the heavens and the leave to go to a great land, ei-idently sup¬ 
posed to be beyond the horizon, would, according to Polynesian 

* Von BlUonr, Gtahuit vn|. r ntt v p 257 
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legendary ideas, very much the same thing, we may note 
the remarkable similarity between the two ties^—one con¬ 
cerning a lizard who had offended the gods, and the other about 
a man who had offended his father, the god Tangaroa, I may 
point out that, if my belief that Tangaroa was a great god of 
the people whom J am calling'‘the Tangaroans/' whose move¬ 
ments are recorded in the Rarotongan logs and legends, and 
who spread eastwards all over the Pacific, is correct, any special 
association of eels, snakes and lizards with him or his descend¬ 
ants may be a subject matter of some interest. This interest 
extends to cases of any other gods who should, I think, be 
as^ciated by us with these Tangaroans, One of the Samoan 
deities of the Tangaroans w*as, according to mv construction 
of the matter, Savea Si'uleo {the Tongan god of the dead, 
Hikuleo) who had in Samoa supplanted Fc'e whom 1 regard 
as the pre-Tangaroan god of the dead, in that it was he who 
ruled in Pulotu (paradise), whereas the dominions of Fe'e were 
only in the regions of hades, below the earth; and Savea Si'uleo 
w'as incarnate in the muranet a sea-eel or fish with an eel-iike 
Saoleyao was the brother of Savea Si'uleo, and one of 
his incarnations was an eeP. If these cels, snakes and lizards 
may be associated mth what I regard as leading gods, with 
Tangaroa at their head, of the Samoan Tangaroans, it is inter¬ 
esting to notice that Ndengei, the leading god of the Fijian 
Olympus, had as his shrine the serpent, and that some traditions 
represented him with the head and part of the body of that 
reptile, the rest of his form being stone®. 

There were in Samoa some tales, to a large extent variations 
of the same story, relating to the violation with his tail by the god 
Pill, regarded as being an eel, of a girl; and, according to one 
version, this was followed by the death of the eel and the growth 
of a coconut, evidently supposed to have been the first coconut, 
out of the dead eefs head. Both these ideas of an eel copulating 
with a woman by its tail and of the growth of the coconut out of 
an ecFs head are found in other islands, w^hich gives the tales 
some interest* The Samoan versions are given by writers at 
some length, but I must here only refer shortly to the two 
salient features referred to above* Pratt tells a Manu'an story of 
a couple Penga and Penga, who lived in the district of Fitiuta 

* Kriimer, SJ. vol. i. pp. 45^ 105, Von Billow, vol. uevm, p. 158* 
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[this, as we have seen, was the traditional home of the original 
Tangaroa people of Manu*a], and they had three children, two 
sons called Pili-mo‘e-langi fthe lizard that sleeps in the heavens) 
and Pili-moe-vai (the lizard that sleeps in the fresh water), and 
a daughter Sina. The first Pili was taken up to the heavens, 
and the other was put in the water and remained there, a 
statement which Pratt connects with the belief as to the white 
and black lizards referred to above. It is in this story that it 
was said that Pili was black because he had offended the gods. 
Pili-moe-vai, in his lizard form, violated his sister Sina twice, 
first when she went to draw water, and afterwards when she 
went to bathe, and she had a son^. Kramer gives a Manu*an 
version of the tale, according to which Pili violated Sina with 
his tail when she came to the water to bathe®, and a west 
Samoan story, according to which Pili the lizard, described as 
a great black animal, fell in love with his sister Sina, and wanted 
her to go with him, and followed her about from place to place, 
but there is no mention of his violating her^. 

Turning now to the coconut tales. Lesson tells a story of a 
girl Hina [that is Sina, misspelt for Samoa] in Savai^i, who had 
adopted a little eel wtuch she kept and fed in a calabash, and 
which afterwards, w'hen it was fully grown, forced the girl with 
its tail and then fled to Upolu. Hina pursued and found the 
eel, and was about to kill it; but the eel instructed her only to 
eat its body, and to plant its backbone and head, by which 
means she would get a tree, which would give her fruit good 
to eat and drink, and which would also provide her with oil 
to soften her skin, prepare her food, and give her light at night. 
Hina obeyed these instructions, and so came into existence the 
first coconut*. According to another version, the eel violated 
Sina with its caudal fin, and afterwards, instead of Sina pur¬ 
suing the eel, it was the eel that pursued Sina; finally came 
his instructions for her to bury his head by a Tongan wall in 
Upolu, and the consequent growth out of it of coconuts*. 
Another version of the tale is given by Reinecke®, and another 
by Turner’. I point out that the reference in StuebePs 
account to the Tongan wall suggests a connection between the 
eel and the people whom I have called the Tangarc^ns — that 

' Pratt, R.S^.S.W. vol. xxv, pp. 254-9. For other veraioru see pp. 259-61. 
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is, according to my view of the matter, between the eel and 
the Tangaroa cult; and in connection with this matter, I may 
say in advance that evidence from other islands, pointing in 
the same direction, \^ill appear in later pages. The main interest 
to me of these beliefs ana stories about eels, snakes and lizards, 
is the way in which they seem to connect these animals with 
Tangaroa and other great western Polynesian gods whom I 
associate with the Tangaroans. 

Pigeons 

Pigeons were very important birds in Samoa. They were 
kept as pets, mainly, if not entirely, by chiefs and orators. 
Walpole saw a chief sitting with his elders, playing with pi^ns 
attached by long lines to crooked sticks, and says these birds 
were constant pets, of which every man had to have several; 
their owners seldom walked about without carrying the stick 
on which the bird was perched*. Other writers refer to this 
custom, and apparently the pigeons kept as pets w'ere usually, 
and perhaps always, birds that had been trained to act as decoys 
in pigeon catching*. These pigeons took an important part in 
the great annual pigeon catching festivals. There are several 
accounts of, and references to, these festivals; detailed accounts 
are given by Turner and Kramer, and, not so fully, by Church¬ 
ward*. It is said that the sport w’as once practised all over 
Samoa, but had become limited to certain places*. The festival 
began in June*, and lasted till October*. I do not propose to 
introduce here the accounts of the festival or of the detailed 
methods by which the pigeons were caught; but I may say in 
a few words that, according to the accounts referred to above, 
great preparations were made for it, and the whole district turned 
out to see it, though the catching of the pigeons was confined 
to the chiefs. Each of these had a trained decoy pigeon attached 
to a string about 30 feet long and a net fastened to a long 
bamboo cane. The tame pigeons were sent up, and as they 
circled round, they attracted wild pigeons, led by the belief 

* Walpole, vol. II, p. 384. 
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that there was food about} and the chiefs caught the fatter with 
their nets—a feat which required considerable dejcterity. It is 
said that the festivals vrere occasions for great debauchery''* 
Up to this point I have disclosed nothing that suggests more 
concerning the pigeons than their use as pets and decoys in 
spun ] but there is evidence to carry^ the matter further. Kramer 
saTO the fupe [this is the general name for a pigeon; but I shall 
refer to this matter presently] was a sacred bird, and was re- 
garded with ^idolatrous aw'e ty the people”. They w'ere spoken 
to in “ cWefs* language that is, with words of respect reserved 
for chiefs alone^. This statement refers to special language and 
words, differing from those in ordinary use, ernployed when 
speaking of or to chiefs; and Kramer gives some examples of 
Its use with reference to the pigeons'. There was also a curious 
c^tom of designating them by different names according to 
the lunar period at wdiich they were caught. Thus fupe-o-aioa 
was the term for a pigeon caught at the full of the moon; 
lupe-a-fanolG^ for those caught when there w as no moon; lute- 
o-mawiu for those caught at the wane of the moon; and iupe-o- 
pupuLi for those caught at the increase of the moon^. According 
to Churchward, history' relates many instances of celebrated 
decoy-pigrons being the cause of great events in Samoa, both 
in war and fncndly alliances, amongst which was a legend that 
the sovereignty was once given in perpetuity' in return for a 
^ Some of the great orator chiefs of 

Malie, in Tuamasanp, w'ho granted the Malietoa title, bore 
nam^ connected with these pigeons; one name meant “pigeon 
food ; pother “perch of the pigeon**; another "the sinnet" 
or by which the pigeons were held; another "ready the 
Iwndle for the net. Also the name of the royal kava cup of 
the Mahetoa had its origin in the arrival in days gone by of a 
distinguished chief for the purpose of catching pigeons 
There were matters connected with the pigeon catching also, 
wluch should be noticed. The sport was conducted under very 
s^ct regulations. All the chiefs engaged in it w'ere for the 
time being sacred, and all of equal influence. When they ate 
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together, the names of those contributing the respective por¬ 
tions were not called out, nor was it allowable to ask for their 
names [because, I presume, this would be inconsistent with 
the idea of equality]*. At the end of each pigeon-catching day 
he who had caught the greatest number of pigeons was the 
hero of the day, and honoured by his friends with various 
kinds of food, with which he treated his less successful com- 
j>etitoire*. Now the feting of the most successful competitor 
each day is a matter which, taken alone, would not call for 
comment. But why were the competitors specially sacred 
during the period of months for which the sport lasted; and 
why did they during that period conceal—or rather pretend to 
conceal, for they would all be known to one other—their 
respective names ^d differences of rank, differences which on 
^1 other ceremonial occasions were so studiously recognized 
in Samoa? The temporary sanctity seems to point to an in¬ 
herent Mnctity in the pigeons, or to the sacred nature of the 
competition in which the chiefs were engaged, or to both; but 
none of these explanations would account for the recognition 
of temporary equality of the chiefs. A wildly speculative possi¬ 
bility occurs to me. May we not wonder whether this annual 
pigeon-catching performance perhaps had its origin in some 
idea similar to that of the annual egg-getting ceremony of 
Easter Island, to which I have referred m discussing “ Polmcal 
Areas, etc.? In Easter Island a number of chiefs engaged in 
a competitive search for a sacred egg; and in early days the 
winner w^, according to my construction of the matter, the 
secular king of the island for the ensuing year. Though the 
tmly competitive character of the proceedings seems to have 
died out, we can well believe that originally it had been present. 
The ceremony was a test intended to find out which of the 
candidates for the secular kingship of the island was the most 
fit physically. If the Samoan pigeon conmetition had a similar 
origin, we have an ample explanation of its sacred character, 
of the assumed quality of the competitors, and of the tribute 
(if I may so call it) offered to the winner, and which he, chief¬ 
like, afterwards redistributed. I cannot find a scrap of evidence 
that any such method of election had ever prevailed in Samoa; 
and, as I have already admitted, my suggested explanation is 
extremely speculative, and it could not for a moment be 
actually adopted without further evidence, which is not, and 
* Brown. A Aui.S. vol. xiv, p. 416. * Turner, p. 127. 
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probably never will be forthcoming. If the Samoan ceremony 
had some such origin, we should be justified in believing that 
the pigeon or some species of pigeon had in ancient days been 
extremely sacred. 

The term lupe was commonly used as a generic one for any 
sort of pigeon^; but writers show that there were in Samoa a 
number of different species of pigeons, having different Samoan 
names, and some of which they identify by their scientific 
names*. Pritchard treats the term lupe as representing one 
species of pigeon, and says it was the species that was trained 
for decoying wild pigeons*. Kramer identifies the lupe of Samoa 
with the fruit pigeon (Globicera carpophagd)^. According to 
him, it was the lupe mat was regarded as sacred and with 
idolatrous awe, and therefore was not caught for food; and it 
was the lupe that was trained to decoy, spoken of in chiefs’ 
language, and distinguished by names depending upon the 
lunar period in which it was caught; he also refers to ^e large 
number of words used with reference to this pigeon and the 
catching of it*. Kramer says that the lupe appears frequently 
in traditions; and he s[>ecidly refers to one of these in which 
Sina is said to have put a stone on a pigeon’s nose. It w'as said 
that this was the reason for the swelling on the nose of the 
pigeon, and Kr^er points out the consistency of this with his 
identification of the pigeon referred to in the legend with the 
Globicera^. Kramer describes the method, totally different from 
that given above, of net-trapping another sort of pigeon, the 
manutangi (Ptilopus fasdatus)\ which emphasizes the distinc¬ 
tion; Stair spea^ of pigeons being caught with birdlime, or 
shot w'ith arrows®, and Stuebcl refers to bows and arrows as 
being used for dove hunting®, w’hich I imagine would not be 
the method adopted with the sacred lupe. 

The lupe, identified by Kramer with the fruit pigeon {Globi¬ 
cera carfH 3 phaga) was then the species w’hich, according to both 
Pritchard and Kramer, was used at these annual festivals as 
decoys, and according to Kramer, was the subject of these 
special ideas of sanctity and other marks of respect and im- 
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portance. Kramer also says that this was the species which 
was flight with nets at these festivals^. We must therefore 
associate only this sacred species with the whole of the pro¬ 
ceedings of the festivals, which had originally been held in 
Samoa generally, though in later years they had only been 
continued in certain districts. This species must then, unless 
its selection for th^ purposes was a modern development, 
which is not sug^tea, have had a widespread sanctity in 
Samoa; but there is no suggestion that it therefore wor¬ 
shipped as a god* On the other hand, the pigeon appears in 
several pages of Turner's lists of incarnate gods of particular 
families or villages; and these may have been of various 
species, and not Seen confined to or have included the specially 
sacred /wpe, even if his informers spoke of them to him by the 
general generic term lupe. 

Incantation in man 

The subject of human incarnation or of entry of gods into 
human beings is one the evidence as to w'hich must be received 
with caution in a discussion of totemism, as we might connect 
with the latter evidence which perhaps merely related to occa¬ 
sional or permanent inspiration I draw attention, however, 
separately to examples given by Turner, which may or may 
not point to actual incarnation. The great god Moso had a 
number of animal and other incarnations; but he was also 
identified with the tuiatua, whose form he took in the daytime, 
though at night he was away among the gods. In one family 
the god was incarnate in a man; he used to rob the plantations, 
but when chased, he suddenly disappeared^. Sama (yellow) 
was incarnate in a man; he was a cannibal god, who had human 
flesh laid before him whenever he chose to call for if'* Taisu* 
malie was a goddess in Upolu of alleged human origin, who 

spoke through” one of the heads of her family. This deity, 
having other incarnations, was also incarnate in a man in parts 
of Savai'i, "and spoke through him”; before going out to fight 
her w'orshippers were sprinkled and purified, apparently by 
her. Elsewhere the god was incarnate in a member of the 
family, who was therefore consulted on all matters of im- 

’ Krflmcr, SJ. vdI. n, p. 33a. 
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portance. In another place he was incarnate in an old man 
who acted as the doctor of the family and their neighbours. 
The god also had several animal incarnations^ Tui-nti (king 
of Fiji) was a Savai‘ian god who was supposed to be incarnate 
in a man, who walked about and could be seen by strangers, 
but was invisible to the people of the place-. Apelesa was in 
one family incarnate in the turtle. In another he “spoke at 
times” through an old man. In another he had a female 
pri^tess Satia had in one place a cannibal priest, who 
claimed to be the god himself and also a doctor; in another 
place he was supposed to have power to become incarnate in 
cither a man or a woman. If he wished to go to a particular 
woman he became a man; and if he desired a man he changed 
into a woman*. 


Tree and plant totems 


Almost any object may, I imagine, be a totem, and among 
the possible objects must be included trees and plants. De 
Marzan, in an account of totemism in parts of nji, divides 
totems into what he calls the principal or original totems and 
the secondary totems, and says that the principal totem was 
double, including a tree and an animal, and he thinks it went 
with the ongin of the tribe. He associates the system, so far 
as the tree is concerned, with a tree grown in the original home 
of the people whose totem it was. The secondary totems 
appear to have been certain species of plants used for food—a 
special yam, taro, or banana, and de Marzan discussed the 
origin of these®. Rougier says that in Fiji each family had 
^ee toten^, an animal, a tree, and a vegetable*. Now, tnough 
in PoKm^ia trees and plants were included with animals and 
other objects among the things in which gods might be in¬ 
carnate or immanent, I find no evidence pointing to a system 
of having three totemic objects, of which one was a tree, 
another an animal, and the third a vegetable, or a dual system 
of trees and animals, but there is some evidence of a Polynesian 
custom of planting trees in or near marae, and a little evidence 
of a practice of plating a single specific tree on arrival at a 
new home, and as it was also customary to construct a trutreu^ 
it seems probable that the tree would be planted in or near the 
marae. We may almost assume that whatever sanctity that tree 


» Turner, pp. 56-9. » Ibid. pp. 62 tq. ■ 

• Dc Marzan, AnOtrop. vd. 11, pp. 40&-5. 

• Rougier, Anthrop. vol. ii, p. 998. 
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po^essed or acquired would be recognized by offshoot families, 
living elsewhere, whose ancestry was associate with that maraef 
^ u j ^ condition which might be comparable 

with de Marzan’s statement as to a tree in an original home. 
In wnsidering this matter, however, we are led into the general 
subjert of sanctity of trees, which, whilst it may in some cases 
have had Its origin in totemism, may in others have been con- 
nected with a ^neral cult of tree worship. I hope to deal with 
the latter qu^don at an early date, and may be able to look at 
the ewdence in the hght of a possible connection with totemism 
^so; but it IS obvious that I cannot discuss this wider subject 
here. I propose therefore to content myself for the present 
with mere references to beliefs and practices, relating to trees 
and plants, ^me of which may point to immanence in them 
ot gods, whilst others do not appear to do so; and I shall adopt 
the same plan for other parts or Polynesia. 

I have already quoted Turner’s statements as to the god 
lulautalo, to whom the ends of leaves and other things were 
Mcred, ^d the god Tuiali'i, seen in the ends of banana leaves- 
but I will now refer to a few other examples given by him! 
The w^ god Ngae-fefe (breathless fear) was “seen in“ a coco- 
nut-1^ basket; therefore no one would step over such a basket 
Iwt the god might be in it; and, in going to fight, the discovery 
ot such a basket was a good or bad omen, according to its 
condidon and position. The alleged origin of this belief was a 
legend as to a battle between the gods of Samoa and Tonga in 
which Ngae-fefe had hidden in a coconut-leaf basket and so 
escaped from ^e enemy*. The great war goddess Nafanua was 
sp^ially associated with coconut leaflets, and the use of these 
l^ets as tal^ marks on trees was attributed to her instruc¬ 
tions. The history of this is a battle, in which, when leading 
her people to victo^, she had concealed her sex by covering 
her breasts with coconut leaves, which also was the distin- 
guishmg mark or pa^ word of her troops, who wore the leaflets 
^und round the w-aist*. We know a g^ deal about Nafanua • 
but I have never seen any su^estion that she was immanent 
in coconut leaflets, except perhaps so far as the gods generally 
were associated with these sacred objects. I am not sure 
whether the use of the leaflets as a badge must be taken as 
referring to the particular fighting referred to in the legend 
or to the subsequent practices of the goddess’s worshippers. 


* Turner, p. 32. 
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The emblem of the war god Pava was a taro leaf, and all his 
adherents in going to battle w^ere knio\vTt» by their wearing of 
taro leaf caps. This association is attributed to an occasion on 
which Tangaroa had killed Pava*s child^ but brought it to life 
again; but Pava in his anger plucked a taro leaf, stepped on It, 
and went off to Taisumalie had several incarnations, both 
animal and human; but another object that represented her 
was a shrub lariceQht<i)t and the leaf of the ti {pracmna 

iermnalis) was carried as a banner wherever the troops went^. 
The alleged origin of her connection w'ith these trees is not 
stated. Toe god Tuifiti (king of Fiji) appeared in human form; 
but his abode was a grove of large bijugo!) trees, 

which none dared to cut, and as to which there was a magical 
tale of blood having flowed from it when someone attempted 
to cut it** Vave had several animal incarnations; he was sup¬ 
posed to live in an old tree, vrhich was a place of refuge hir 
criminals. This tree had, it was said, been planted on the site 
of the house of an old king of Atua out of respect for his memory, 
and there is nothing to show how' the god Vave became asso¬ 
ciated w^ith it*. Limuhmuta (sea-weed) was a protecting object 
to its worshippers who, when they w'ent to fight at sea, took 
some sea-vire^ with them. If in pursuit of a canoe, they threw 
out some of it, to hinder the progress of the enemy, and if the 
latter tried to pick up any of the deified sea-w-eed it immediately 
sank, but rose again and floated on the surface if one of its 
friends paddled up to the spot®. Moso*oi was the name of a 
tree (conartga oderata) with very fragrant flowers, and in one 
place it was believed to be the nabitat of a household god, to 
whom anything sweet-scented w^as presented, and whose 
presence was called for at family gatherings®. Pua w'as the 
name of a large tree {Ilematidin peltata) in which a familv god 
of the same name, and supposed to be incarnate in the octopus 
and crab, was believed to dwell; no one dared to pluck a leaf 
or break a branch of this tree’. 

Stones 

Turner includes in his lists of gods some ejcamples of deities 
identified with stones. Some of these stones seem, if Turner 
has expressed the matter correctly, to have been regarded as 
the actual gods themselves, and they or some of them may 

' PP‘ 42 pp. * /fejJ. pp, 6 z 
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have been what I may call totem gods. We are told of the 
mattere wth wUcl> these gods were believed to be concerned, 
and of the performances of the people with reference to the 
stones, though of course no question of food uboo or kind 
treatment of the visible god could arise. The question of sacred 
stones a, however, one which cannot, I think, be regarded 
merely m connection with that of totemism, and I hope to deal 
With It for Polynesia generally at a later date. 


Persons free from food taboo 

Certain kinds of fish were in Samoa considered sacred to the 
(chief of highest rank) of the leading settlements [what I 
have called village districts! and various kinds of food were 
taken to the king‘. In one family the god Moso was incarnate 
in the turtle and mullet; he was prayed to before the evening 
meal and his incarnations might be eaten by the priest, but by 
no one else*. According to Kramer, there were certain’animals 
of which the best portions were due by agreement to the super- 
human^eat chiefs; these were the turtle, the shark, the large 
ulua fish.^^d the river eel. These were therefore called Ta sa 
or tolopaUa (sacred)*. In an account of the cooking of a turtle 
he says that the head [the sacred part] of the cooked turtle was 
brought as the king’s part; the front limbs (? Vorderflossen) 
were the parts for the orators; the hind limbs (Hinterflossen) 
were for the tamafajute; the young people were content 
with the back of the animal—that is, the part that sucks to the 
shell*. 

In an account of the cooking of a tuna (river eel) he says 
that the tail was given to the lung; but all the other people 
might eat the rest of the fish*. Again, in an account of the 
taking of a pig, he says that the heart and liver were given to 
the chiefs, the head was cut oflF, and the rest was divided into 
three parts—the back, which went to the highest; the hind¬ 
quarters, which went to the orator chiefs; the ribs, which went 
chiefs—the rest received the head and limbs*. 
The heart of a pig was the embodiment of one of the family 
gods’; but I cannot show a connection between this and 
Kramer s statement. 


' Stair, p. 82. > 

• Krtmer, SJ. vol. ii, p. 161. * 
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1 have already referred to the description by Thilenius, 
quoted by Kramer, of the ceremonies or> the catchine of a 
shark, which was taboo as food to the people but \vhich, having 
been first taken to the chief* was evident^ eaten by the others 
or some of them, and I have also quoted Kramer's statement 
as to bringing to the king of tribute, which evidently in¬ 
cluded the sacred lamprey, with propitiatory head beating; 
I think we must believe "that the king partook of this for¬ 
bidden food. 

According to von Biilow’, if the owner of a fishing ground 
caught a fish of one of certain large kinds (including the turtle 
—regarded as a fish) he had to hand it over to the assembly of 
the jjlacc, or in some districts to certain chiefs, or even to 
certain orators^ Stevenson tells of an occasion of the distribu¬ 
tion of presents at a fono, when a turtle ^vas given to the king^. 
Stuebel says that on a distribution of food the chief received 
the of the animal called iuaia^\ his explanation of this 
term is not very clear, but according to Pratt*s dictionary It 
meant the prime portion from the back of a pig. Stuebel also 
tells of the delinquencies of a Samoan family so recently as 
tSqo, the g^eat count in the indictment against them being that 
th^ had killed and distributed the body of a shark, instead of 
bringing it to the chief; their punishment was the destruction 
of most of their propert)' 

There is a case of a newiy-converted family who were pro¬ 
posing to prove their sincerity by eating a fowd* their incarnate 
household god, and yet felt qualms of anxiety lest it should 
revenge itself by growing in their stomachs; they overcame the 
difficult)' by removing the feathers, and blowing them aw'ay as 
an offering to the god, and they ate the body®. 

It may be that, m pme of the cases referred to above, the 
selection of the portions to be given to the different people 
was b^ed upon gastronomic, rather than supernatural con¬ 
siderations; but I have included them wdth the others. The 
idea involved in the last case seems to have been that the anger 
of the god at the eating of his incarnation might be appeased 
by first offering him some of it. 


1 Von BQJow, Cfoftux, vol. Lxnii, p. 319. What he calls orators might be 
onilor chieR. 
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BeUtfs as to descent from the totem 

An idea often associated unth totemism is that the clan was 
descended from its totem, or (according to Frazer) that a 
common ancestress of the cian had given Birth to an animal of 
the totem species ^ The consideration of et-ndence touching the 
^ question of beliefs as to decent from the totem involves us^ not 
only m that of the possibility that incarnate gods or some of 
them, from whom people claimed descent, had in fact been 
actud totems, but in the further question of a possible con- 
nation of the origin of the Polynesian system of incarnate gods 
with the worship of the dead, with which I am not now dealing 
1 have, however, decided, as regards Samoa and all the other 
islands and groups, to record beliefs as to births from actual 
animals or births given by women to animals. 

The following Samoan story discloses a belief that an an- 
c^tress, or rather, 1 should say, a woman of bygone days, had 
dven birth to an animal of the totem species' It is said that 
Ulavai, a household god of a fanufr^ in Aana, was incarnate in 
the crayfish. According to the tale, a woman had, through 
bathing, brought on a premature birth; she reported this to 
the people, who thereupon went off in search of the child; they 
could see nothing, however, but an unusual number of cray¬ 
fishes; so they assumed that the infant had been changed into 
these. Therefore they adopted the cra>dish as the incarnation 
of a new household god; gave it food, and offered pravers 
before it for family pr^perity^. I admit that this exampfe is 
not exactly in accord with the fundamental idea above referred 
to, as the woman is not said to have been a common ancestress, 
and the belief seems to have been that the infant had been 
born human, and had afterwards been changed into crayfish; 
but the underlying idea is similar. There is another story, re¬ 
ferred to in a previous page, of Tingilau's paternal aunt giving 
birth to two turtles, which were apparently the orimnal 
source of food supply of these animals in Aana, There is no 
suggestion that the woman was a clan ancestress or that the 
turtle was specially sacred with the Tingilau people, beyond 
the fact of his association with the creatures of the sea; but 
turtles seem to have been important in Samoa. 


* Fruicr, T. ^ E. voK t, pp, 5-8^ 
’ Turner, p. 77, 
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Off^ings to the totem 

If the worshippers of gods associated with animals and other 
objects thought the gods actually entered these objects^ and 
still more if they believed the animals and other objects were 
actually the gods themselves in an incarnate or visible form, 
we should expect to find a good deal of information about 
offerings to the gods being presented to the objects themselves. 
It is curious therefore that I have only been able to find one 
example of this. The example refers to the god Fanonga, in¬ 
carnate in an owl; in time of war offerings of food were pre¬ 
sented to a pet owl kept for the purpose, and it was apparently 
after receiving the food that the owl by its flight gave signs to 
its w'Orshippers; so also at the beginning of the annual fishing 
festivals, the chiefs and people of the village assembled round 
the opening of the first oven, and gave the first fish to the god, 
by which, 1 gather from the context, is meant the pet owl'. 
On the other hand, Turner gives several examples of the making 
of offerings to sacred stones connected with gods^. One of 
these examples is suggestive; it is stated that when the food 
placed on a pair of sacred stones called Fonge and Toafa was 
eaten at night by dogs and rats, it was supposed that the god 
chose to become incarnate for the time being in the form of such 
living creatures^. It would seem from this that the people did 
not imagine that the stones themselves, or the gods, w'hilst 
immanent in the stones, partook of the food. 

Offences against (he totem 

There were ways, other than killing and eating, in which 
dire offence might be given to these incarnate Samoan gods, 
and which had to be carefully avoided. The cuttle-fish god, 
for example, would seem to have been somewhat sensitive; for 
wc are told that among its Samoan devotees ail unsightly 
burdens—such as a log of firew'ood on the shoulder—were 
forbidden, lest they should be regarded by the god as a mockery' 
of its tentacula^. A Samoan family had for gods a pair of 
tW'ins, whose bodies were united, back to back. Hence any^ 
thing double—such as a double yam, or tw'o bananas adhering 
to each other—must not be used under penalty of death; it 
was even forbidden for any members of the family to sit back 

' Turntr, pp. ^ Ibid, pp, sj, 36, 45 
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to back, lest it should be considered mockery of and insult to 
the gods, and so incur their displeasure^. a Samoan god 
“ The red liver," whose incarnation — a pigeon—does not appear 
necessarily to have been closely associated with his name, might 
not, apparently, be oflfended by the use of anything red; and the 
reddish-seared bread fruit leaves, commonly used as plates, 
were never used by the family who worshipped this god, as 
such disrespect would have been punished oy a seizure with 
rheumatic swellings, or an eruption all over the body, resembling 
chicken-pox*. It is just possible that we have here something 
in the nature of a colour totem, but red was a sacred colour 
in Polynesia, independendy, I think, of totemism. Again, 
another Samoan god, incarnate in a bird, was apparently a 
gourmand who feasted on eyes. Therefore the ^es of fish were 
never eaten by the family who worshipped him*. There was 
also a Samoan family god, incarnate in a butterfly, who had 
three mouths. This was clearly a deformity which should not 
be called to mind; so his worshippers, whenever they drank 
from a coconut-shell water cup, took care that only one or two 
of its eyes were perforated; for the opening of all three eyes 
would have been a mockery, and w’ould have brought down 
the wrath of the god*. 


Propitiation of the totem 

If any member of a family had eaten of the aitu (edible animal) 
of the family, he was taken to the oven, and baked symbolically 
(the oven being cold) to propitiate the god*. Fe‘e [or perhaps 
some other cuttle-fish god called Fe‘c?i wm in one place wor¬ 
shipped as a household god; and if any visitor had caught and 
cooked a cutde-fish, or any member of the family had been 
present where it had been eaten, the god had to be propitiated by 
prayer and mock human sacrifice. A member of the family lay 
dowm in a cold oven, and was covered with Iraves, as in the pro¬ 
cess of baking, and thus became a human sacrifice offered to avert 
the wrath of the god. In the meantime the whole family ^p)ealed 
to him for forgiveness. In default of this offering and appeal 
some members of the family would suffer and die rroni internal 
grov^'th of the cuttle-fish*. Moso, as a family god, was incarnate 


* Ibui., p. 56. . .* P: 7 ®- . 
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in a sting-ray; and the catching of one of these fish by a visitor 
had to be recompensed by a similar mock sacrifice of a child 
of the famity; whilst any member of the family who had tasted 
the fish had to stay the wrath of the god by drinking a cupful 
of rancid oil dregs^. So, in another Wlla^, whose god was 
incarnate in the sea-eel, two boys, who had eaten the eel, had 
to submit to be subjected to a similar mock sacrifice; and even 
then it was exj^ed that they would both die*. This same god 
was also a family god, incarnate for one family in a cuttle-&h, 
for another in a mullet, and for another in a turtle. The cooking 
by ^y of these families of their own deified incarnation in the 
family oven was a dire disaster, which could only be cured by 
a mock offering of a member of the family, w'ho underwent a 
process of mock cooking. It was death to the family if the 
oven were used without this previous ceremony*. 

Restraint of the totem 

The people of a clan would sometimes, according to Frazer, 
put pressure upon a totem animal whose behaviour did not 
please them^j and Samoa provides a narrative, the idea of 
which seems to approach closely to this — though it does not 
refer to an animal. A god, who took care of the plantations, 
gu^dw them by the instrumentality of the god thunder. 

r I however, misbehaved himself in striking the house 
of Fala and Paongo [they attributed the injury of a lightning 
n^h to the thunder]. So the family rose up, caught him, tied 
him up with pandanus leaves, and frightened him by poldng 
him with firebrands. He cried out in distress “Oh! Fala, I’m 
burning; Oh! Paongo, I wish to live!” So they decided to 
spare mm, and make a god of him to keep the rats away from 
their food; but they also made a hierogh^hic scare for him 
of a basket filled with pandanus leaves, and charred firebrands, 
which the)' hung up among the trees, so that he might know 
what to expect if he destroyed a house again*. 


Help of the totem 


^ regards the friendly and helpful attitude of a sacred 
aninial to its friends, as many Polynesian gods, even some who, 
si^akiM renerally, were malignant, were commonly credited 
with affording support and help to their faithful worshippers. 


* Turner, p. 78. Cf. p. 72. 
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It would be futile to schedule all the good deeds of the incarnate 
gods as evidence of totemic benehcence. I think, however, 
that I may draw^ attention to acts of benevolence actually per¬ 
formed by the incarnation, or olyect in which the god was 
immanent, as some, at all events, 01 these might well have been 
sunivals of totemic ideas. 

Turner gives numerous examples of the helpful guidance, 
prior to, and still more after the commencement of, war, which 
the people received from the animal incarnations of their gods, 
or the objects in which they were believed to be immanent or 
which were specially associated with them. In most cases the 
omens for good or evil, upon which the worshippers relied, 
w’hen starting for battle, were the movements of birds w’hich 
they met on their way; in some cases they w'ere the movements 
of fishes; in a few cases they were the movements of a lizard; 
in one case they were guided by the movements of a cloud in 
which the god w'as supposed to be; one god was associated 
wth the rainbow', and tne message to the troops conveyed by 
it was one of encouragement or w arning according to its posi¬ 
tion ; in pother case the matter to be observed was not merely 
the position of the rainbow, but its clearness or otherwise; one 
group of people saw its god in the lightning and was guided in 
deciding upon advance or retreat by the position or change of 
position of its flashes; two examples are given of gods incarnate 
in the rail bird, but the characters of the omens w ere different, 
in one case a reddish and glossy appearance of the bird being 
a favourable omen in war, and a dark and dingy look a warning, 
whilst all the other god did was to chatter or “scold,” as they 
called it, when an attack was imminent, so that its worshippers 
could send their women and children away to a place of safety 
and prepare for the assault; a god incarnate in a dog en¬ 
couraged his subjects by wagging his tail, barking and dashing 
ahead, but warned them by howling or retreating; tw’o examples 
are dven of gods immanent in the conch shell; in one case the 
shell, hung in the house of the priest, murmur^ or cried when 
war was proposed, and was then w’atched, a clear w hite appear¬ 
ance being a good omen and a dark and ding\' look a bad one; 
in the other case the shell was blown by the priest, and a clear 
and euphonic sound w'as a good sign, and a rough and hollow 
sound a bad one; one god was seen in a coconut-leaf basket, 
and if the advancing troops found such a basket in their march, 
the omen was good or bad according to the position of the 
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basket; in one district a number of Fijian: stones were kept 
in a temple and worshipped in time of war; they were budt 
up in the form of a wali^ and their fall westw'ard or eastward 
was a sign, the former of victory and the latter of defeat; 
in another district two whale’s teeth were worshipped, and 
kept in a cave and, when the people went to fight, a priest 
remained behind to pray for success and report the position 
of the teeth, a good omen being recognized if they lay east and 
w'cst, and a bad one if they turned over and lay north and 
south; one god was present in a bundle of sharks’ teeth, WTapped 
up in a piece of native cloth , and w^as consulted before going into 
battle; if the bundle felt heavy, the omen was bad, but, if light, 
it was good^ Examples of divination in war by watching the 
movements of incarnate gods are also given by other writers^. 
Rivers was told that in the old war times the attm, whether 
octopus, owl or shell used to call out, so that all the people 
could hear, when there w-as going to be a fight 

The animals or objects w^th which the gods were associated, 
seem to have show'n their kindness to their w’orshippers in ways 
other than encouraging or warning them in time of \var, or at 
all events the objects ivith which they were associated took a 
prominent part in the matter. We have already seen how the 
seaweed helped its worshippers in harassing the enemy, and 
that the god lulautalo required its w'orshippers to fan a sick 
patient with the ends of coconut leaflets, though for general 
purposes the use of the ends of things was forbidden. There 
was a village god, Nonia, incarnate in the cockle, to w*hom 
prayers, accompanied by feasting, were offered—usually in 
May^ — for the removal of coughs and other ailments; and on 
the days of worship the people went about with bundles of 
cockles, and it w^as through these that they prayed to Nonia*. 
O^er objects which helped the people, or were used for ob¬ 
taining the help w^ere, according to Turner, atones, but I am 
not dealing vvith that subject here. Rivers w'as told that it had 
been believed that those w^ho had the shark for an atua were 
in no danger of being troubled by a shark when they went into 
the sea^, w'hich at least indicated beliefs as to the friendly 
attitude of the god. A legendary act of helpfulness may be 
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seen in the account^ given in a previous chapter, of the driving 
out of the Tongans from Samoa, when an impossible taSt, 
imposed by the iuitongu on his opponents, of removing a great 
stone was accomplished with the help of eels, or, according to 
one account, an octopus, and the courage and discomfiture 
which this success gave to the Samoans and Tongans respec- 
tivety in the subsequent fighting. Turner refers to four gods 
who showed their beneficence on the appearance of visitors by 
a miraculous addition to the number of pigs provided by their 
hosts for their entertainment. In three cases I cannot associate 
the act with the incarnation^; but in one case, where the in¬ 
carnation was a man, he was actually present, and visible to 
the guests, though invisible to the hosts, and it w^as to him 
that the increase by one, Uvo or three, of the nomber of pigs 
was attributed®, 

Appearancf of the toteni btfore death 

Samoa provides one or two examples of the idea, referred to 
by Trazer, that virhen a man is dying, his totem appears in or 
about the house for the purpose of fetching him awayC A house¬ 
hold god, Vave, was incarnate in an eef; and if iny member 
of the family was sick, Vave was prayed to in the evening. 
Next morning a search was made among the bundles of mats 
and other proper^ in the house; and if an eel was found among 
them, it was a sign of death; if not the man would recover*. 
Again, another Samoan household god was incarnate in the 
land crab; and the discovery' of one of these crabs in the house 
was a sign that the head of the house w'as about to die®* The 
action of the totem in indicating death or recovery is also seen 
in the case of a centipede god w'hich lived in a tree near the 
house of his worshippers* If one of the family was ill, he went 
out with a fine mat, spread it out under the tree, and awaited 
the descent of the centipede. If it came down and crawled 
under the mat, it was a sign that the sick person was to be 
covered with mats and buried; w'hilst, if it crawfod on the lop 
of the mat, it foretold recovery®. This is not, however, quite 
the same as the foretelling by the totem of death, merely by 
its appearance. I find in Pratt^s dictionary the words toUmfeuiia 
and (o'imiesti given as meaning ''to have a presage of death, 
as by a lizard falling on a person.** 

* 'Turner, pp. 13,50, JSi. ^ Ihid. p. 63. 

* Tu mer, p. 66. * Ibid, p. 72. 


* Fraxer, T* &• E. vol. j, p. 33, 

• Ibid. p. fig* 
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I N Tonga each family had connected uith it a sacred oHect 
called an Olua (god). Some of these were animals such as 
the octopus, flying fox and pigeon, whilst others were stones; 
but Riwrs, by whom this information was obtained, says no 
example was known of a family having a plant as an atua.. 
When the ottut was an animal there was a belief in descent 
from it, and it was not eaten. Rivers is unable to define the 
social groups with which the ottia were connected, but says the 
"family’* certainly referred to more than family in the strict 
sense^. Mariner says that the gods were believed to enter 
sometimes into the bodies of lizards, porpoises and a species 
of water-snake and that these animals were therefore much 
respected*; and, though he refers, apparently, to temporary 
entry, and may have been, in part at ml events, correct in this, 
he possibly did not distinguish in his mind between this and 
incarnation. Later on he says this power was confined to the 
original gods, and was not possessed by the souls of chiefs®. 
According to Bastian, every clan (fahinga) possessed a pro¬ 
tecting god in the sea, such as the shark, turtle, octopus, etc. 
xAs well as the gods (otua) of the sky, each clan liad its protector 
god. Some gods had their fixed seats in whales' teeth, bundles 
of cloth, etc., whilst others came when called, entering into the 
priest. The guardian god of the Haavera family (Stamm) was 
symbolized by a folded mat, w'ith red feathers, as a shrine"*. I 
have already referred to the goddess Halaingaluafi, represented 
by a whale's tooth necklace and the goddess Finau-tau-iku, 
represented by cloth and red feathers. Pritchard includes Tonga 
with Samoa in his statement that household or family gods 
were said to dwell in animals or things, or certain parts of 
things, these animals and things being strictly sacred to the 
faimly, and in his examples of the left wing of a pigeon, and 
fruit*; so apparently Tonga provides examples of split, and 


' HJirf.S. vol. i, pp. tg. 

’ IbU. vol. II. p. 124. 

^ Pritch&rd, pp. 401 14. 


* vol. [], p. loo. 

* B^tian, jT.O. pp. 33 iq^ 
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perhaps cross totems. Forster says the Tongans did not seem 
to have, as the Tahitians had, arty particular veneration for 
birds^. This statement is somewhat genera!, and must l>e 
received with caution^ but the comparison with Tahiti may 
be due to the veneration held in Tahiti for certain birds, which 
appears, in some cases at aJl events, to have been associated 
with their habit of frequenting the marae groves. Sarah Farmer 
says that spirits revisited the earth as birds, hsh, etc., and for 
this reason the tropic bird, kingfisher, sea-gull, sea-eel, shark 
and w'hale were sacred- The people would offer scented oil or 
kava to a whale if they passed it in sailing. The cuttle-fish and 
lizard were gods to some people, and others made offerings to 
trees. None of the creatures mentioned above were ever killed^. 

The Duff missionaries were forbidden to hunt water-snakes, 
and, indeed, w'ere hardly allowed to touch them, as they were 
said to be ogees \eiki or chiefs, called by Mariner and 

Tasman saw' a man take up a water-snake near his boat, place 
it respectfully on his head [a great mark of respect] and then 
put it back in the water Williams, when in an uninhabited 
island near Tongatabu, trod on a nest of sea-snakes, and by 
his instructions a converted native killed the largest as a 
specimen; but when they sailed to another island, and fisher¬ 
men there saw' the snake, they seized their clubs, and rushed 
on the converted natives, saying " You have kilW our god,*' 
and only desisted W'hen the snake was carried back to the boat*. 
Ellis, 0? Cook's part)', speaking of certain lizards, says the 
people never destroyed them, but suffered them to run about 
unmolested; and when the English killed them great disappro^ 
bation was ^ways expressed*. I may say that the beliefs as to 
Hikuleo, the Tongan god of the dead, attributed to him the 
possession of a very long tail, a point to which I draw' attention 
as bearing upon my suggestion that Tangaroa, and the other 
great gods of the Tangaroans, were specially associated with 
eels, lizards and snakes, Hikuleo, having been, as I hav^e sug¬ 
gested, a god of the Tangaroans. 

Wilkes speaks of “sacred pigeons,” of w'hich one was shot 
by a missionary'; and adds that, if a native had done this, he 
would have been clubbed ^; and Sarah Farmer says that a piece 
of land in Tongatabu was left uncultivated for the sake of the 

* Foraler, Vtfy. vol. 1, p. 455, * S. Famutr, p. 127. 

* Wilson, p. 233. * Blimey, vol. jii, p. 

' Williiuns, pp- 545 jfl. * EUis (Cook), vol. j,, p. po, 

^ Wilkes, voL lu, p. 11. 
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wild pigeoi^, which were taboo, and left undisturbed^. In 
Tonga, as in Samoa, a pigeon was often kept by the higher 
classes as a pet, being attat^ed to sticks in the houses^; and in 
an important and apparently sacred ceremony, witnessed by 
Cook, relating to the admission (Cook calls it initiation) of the 
son of the iuitonga to certain privileges, including that of eating 
for the first time with his father, there was in the rear of a 
solemn procession of about Uvo hundred and hfty men, a man 
who walked alone, carrying a living pigeon on a perchfrom 
which I gather that the pigeon was regarded as hieing of some 
importance» In discussing the pigeons of Samoa, I have referred 
to what was evidently an annud, and apparently ceremonial, 
catching by chiefs of a very sacred species of pigeon, by means of 
decoy pigeons of the same species and nets attached to long bam¬ 
boo canes; and have also referred to what appear to have been 
ordinary, unceremonial, methods of hunting or trapping pigeons. 
Now Mariner describes a method of catching pigeons in Tonga 
which is in essentials strikingly similar to the mode of catching 
the sacred pigeons in Samoa; he says nothing about this Tongan 
pigeon-catching being an annual proceeding or having any 
ceremonial importance, so we can assume nothing as to this, 
but it is possible that there was something of the sort; and as 
to this I may say that he calls the method Jia lubs (catching 
pigeons with a net) and says that it was not then a very usual 
sport, though it had been so formerly^, which I may compare 
with the statement that the special pigeon-catching in Samoa 
had once been practised all over, but had sunnved only in 
certain places. 

We have seen that, according to Bastian, the turtle was in¬ 
cluded among the incarnate gods, and it is stated that its use 
as a food was, like that of so many other incarnations, subject 
to a taboo, the breaking of which was believed to give rise to 
enlarged livers, or some other visceral complaint®. Moreover 
tradition credited it w-ith dirine rank. According to the legend, 
some time after Tonga was inhabited by man* the two daughters 
of a god Langi took advantage of their father*s absence at a 
conference of the gods at Bulotu, and in disobedience of his 
orders to the contrary, descended to Tonga* Their great beauty 


; S. Farmer, pp. 138*7, * FAlk fCookJ, vol. 

Cook, voL V, Cf. ElILs (Cook), voL 1, p. 77, 

* Mariner, vol. 11, ‘ ■' _ . . 


p. 96- 


j . - pp- *7* .According la Baker^s dictionary tio mum m 

net, and lube u s wild pij^n. 
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attracted the young chiefs of Tonga, jealousy and quarrelling 
ensued, and this finally ended m war, Langi, blamed by the 
other gods for what had occurred, came down to Tonga and 
found one of his daughters dead, and, as she had eaten mortal 
food, deprived of her immortality. Enraged at this, he seized 
the other daughter by the hair, severed her head from her body, 
and cast the head into the sea; the head in a short time turned 
into a turtle, and was the origin of turtles all over the world 
Mariner, referring to the internal troubles u-hich would follow 
the eating of turtles, adds that the people did not think this 
would be so with chiefs " as they approached so near in rank 
and character to the gods themselves ; and again says certain 
kinds of food, such as turtle and a species of fish, were taboo, 
and might not be eaten unless a stnall portion was first given 
to the gods®. West refers to a custom of gii^g to chiefs portions 
of an^ turtle that might be caught, and says the same practice 
prei^led as regarded bonito, albicore and other rarer fish^; and 
there is a statement that none but a great chief or friend of 
the gods might eat turtle*. 

Flying foxes were also taboo and never shot*; and perhaps 
West is speaking of these same animals, when he says that 
“bats” which frequented the sacred toa trees near burial 
grounds, were on certain occasions taboo; anyone killing these 
would himself be killed; and a missionaiy who shot one, when 
one of the chiefs w^as lying dangerously ill, only escaped with 
his life through the intervention of a chief of higher rank^. 
The flying fox is one of the animals referred to by Rivers (see 
above), and 1 do not doubt the information given to him that 
they were regarded as incarnate gods. I must point out, how^ 
ever, that sanctity attributed to such things as bats and birds 
that frequented the groves surrounding marae and burying 
places docs not, in itself, necessarily point to totemism, or 
even incarnation; it might be based on the sanctity of their 
place of resort* and perhaps, as in Tahiti, on what appears to 
have been the belief that the gods entered them temporarily, 
for the purpose of communicating with men. 

The island of Tofua was the property of the tuitonga^ and 
so was sacred; it was also supposed to Ije the home of the sea 
gods, and for this reason the people firmly believed that no 
* Morinier, vol. tl, pp. 117-30, * Ihul. p. 120+ 

^ Ibid. pp. iS&iQ. ■' Wefil. p. IZ3. 

‘ A.PJ^. voL II, p. II. ' Thomson, DJ\M, p. ^r. 

West, pp. IIS Cf. Baffler, SM, p. iiS, 
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sharks woLild hurl a man swimming near its coast^» On the 
other handj when King George^ converted to Christianity, 
abandoned the old gods, he was told by one of the chief priests 
that, if he went to sea, the sharks would eat him^. It is not 
stated that the sea gods were actually incarnate in the sharks, 
wMch may only have been under their control- The island of 
Niuatobutabu was governed by an hereditary^ chief called 
Maafu, and the of his family ^s-as a gigantic shark called 
Sekatoa. This god could be called by any member of the family, 
but more especially by Maafu himself or his aged aunt, and 
the process of summoning him is described. Kava was thrown 
into the sea, and if this was carried off by two small fish, sup¬ 
posed to be the nuUabuk of Sekatoa, it showed that the kava 
was acceptable to the god. A fish about three or four feet long 
—apparently a dog-fish—would then appear and depart, and 
this was followed by a number of sharks that appeared and 
went off again in succession, each being bigger than the one 
preceding it, until finally the great Sekatoa, who, it is explained, 
had been the other sharks in disguised forms, appeared in his 
monster shape, and awaited the pleasure of Maafu, to whom 
he would then act "as a sort of Delphic oracle"®. One of the 
m>ths refers to a king of the island of Eua, who w’hen on land 
was a man, but who also lived in the sea in the form of a 
sh^k*. It was also believed that porpoises took care of vessels, 
being entered by the gods for this purpose, and they were 
therefore much respected®. Here again actud permanent In- 
camarion is not averred; but the conduct of the porpoises is 
totemic in character. 


Lawry tells us of a Tongan god Feaki, immanent in a whale's 
tooth. He sjpeaks of this deity as being "the first in rank and 
power, the fountain head of all the minor gods"; but 1 have 
no information about the god from any other source, and fancy 
it must merely have been the tutelar god of the chief who told 
Lawry about it®. 

In the island of Namuka they killed no flies, though these 
were venr numerous and plagued the people extremely; and 
Tasman’s steersman having accidentally killed a fly in the 
presence of one of the principal people, the latter showed 
anger at it’. 

E k PP- " bawjy. FJ' J, f i\ p. 20. 

Mtthony, voU ixiv. p. 116 . * gdter, Anthrop. vd. u, p. 74 : 1 . 

, Manner, voL ii, pp. i« < Wry, P\FJ. (?), pp, 35 

Bumey, voL m. pp. ' 
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Sonic inforniation as to Tongan ideas and practices which 
have passed away to a large extent, though not entirely, has 
been collected (^uite recently by Collocott. He refers to the 
polytheism which, he suggests, had developed by way of 
totemism. There were the usual restrictions on the eating of 
the sacred anim^, though some fish which enjoyed a certain 
amount of sanctity w ere used as food by those in whose eyes 
they were sacred; but as to this latter point, he had not b4n 
able positively to ascertain w^hether the species of a fish in 
which a god was actually embodied was ever eaten by its 
devotees^ * 4 Jthough most of the rads had a sacred animal or 
other object, it is not certain whether this was quite universal, 
on the other hand, he refers to cases where it is remem¬ 
bered that a particular animal was sacred, but no one seemed 
to know to what god^* 

The idea of the helpful disposition of a totem may perhaps 
be suspected in a tradition, to which Collocott refers, of the 
advice given by the god Tuifiti to some people about to engage 
in war, following w^hich a lump of plantain was placed betw^ 
them and the enemy. Each of the warriors ate a piece of this 
food, and none of them, after doing so, was to turn aside to 
the right or left, or to flee from the foe, for immunity from 
death or serious wound lay in keeping straight ahead^ This 
is not, 1 admit, a clear case, because no special assodation of 
the god with the plantain is disclosed. We seem, however, to 
have an example of the helpful totem in a tradition as to the 
veka (rail), which was the god of a chief and helped his son, 
who had been cast into the sea at birch, and was unkno^vn to 
his father, by guidi^ him in his travels to his father, then in 
hiding from a foe*. There is also a story of a rad of the island 
of Eua, who was wont to appear in a species of shark, and w^ho 
was guarded by a shark wmen he was swimming to Samoa*. 

Some stories told which may possibly be associated with 
totemism and birth. According to one of them, a woman, 
being pregnant, had a craring for rail as food; her husband* 
who worsFiipped the dove, screwed the neck of this bird, and 
gave it to her, and she ate it, evidently thinking that it was a 

with the result that her child, when bom, had the mark of 
a dove's head on its face«. Perhaps the more probable explana¬ 
tion of this tale i$ that the mark on the child*s face was due to 


^ Collocotr, vol, XXX. p. 160. ' Ibid. p. 161, 

* Ibid, p, 234. ^ Ibid. p. 236. 
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the anger of the god at the killing and eating of his intonation j 
but there may have been some idea that the child had inherited, 
as it were, from the god some " dovey " matter, and I refer, aa 
to this, to CoUocott’s statement that the idiom used to expr^s 
such cravings of a pregnant woman might be translated with 
strict accuracy, so far as the form of expression goes, as the 
food by which she was pregnant, or had conceived^. There 
was a belief that if a woman was pregnant, and was not aware 
of the fact, or was keeping it secret, an owl wouid hoot near 
the house in the afternoon, whereby it was known that a preg¬ 
nant woman was in it^. According to another tradition a 
godd^, having indulged a voracious appetite in Bulotu [the 
home of gods and paradise of the dead] and swallowed a yam, 
gave birth to a root that became the progenitor of alt the yams 
in the Tongan islands^. 

The habit of a totem to foretell the death of one of its people 
may perhaps be seen in a belief, to w^hich CoUocott refers, that 
the crying of the rail at night was an omen of death. It was 
believed that the home near which it w'as heard would be the 
scene of death, and the direction in w'hich it flew away w^ an 
indication of the place where the dead person would be buried^. 
This is apparently spoken of by CoUocott as a general belief, 
nothing being said as to any confinement of the belief to persons 
who worshipped a god incarnate in the rail; but I do not think 
this removes the possible significance of the belief, which may 
at one time have been more limited* 

1 have already collected a few statements by other wnters 
as to certain animals, and 1 now pro|TOse to adopt the same 
plan with some of Collocott's materiaL The great sea-eel (fojfee) 
was the sacred animal of the god of a chief of eastern Fonga*- 
tabu, and the eel dwelt in an opening of the reef op^site the 
village. It resented anyone’s appearance on the beach near its 
abode w'ith a head bound with a turban or whitened with time, 
and would carry off anyone who offended in this way to the 
hole in the rock where h lived®. 1 may say that in Tonga the 
wearing of a turban was a sign of hostilit)^; but I cannot explain 
the lime. The sacred animal of what appears to have been a 
tribal god w as a lizard, and for the convenience of his departure, 
and presumably arrival, a tree or post was always provided for 
him to crawl along, and a handy post or tree stump was a 

' CoUocott.yJ'^S. loot. p. i6o. ' Ibtd, p. 134. 
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regular part of hi$ temple fumbhings. The god tosed to appear 
in a certain pond^ and was noted for his fondness for the women, 
who used to become sick by bathing in the sacred water; and 
1 gather that they became pregnant by so doing'. This last 
statement may be compared with the beliefs as to the great 
Samoan lizard god Piii. The god of one district had for his 
sacred animal a sea-snake, and whenever this was seen ashore 
the people knew that it was the god, and not an ordinary snake^. 

A flying-fox god was worshipped in one district, but the 
actual god seems to have been a special white coloured species. 
Its appearance was regarded as an omen of disaster to its 
worshipper; and l^ing foxes [apparently all of them] were 
protected in that district by a taboo, though one or two great 
chiefs had the privilege of shooting them, and if one fell from 
the trees to the ground it was free from taboo, and might be 
picked up and taken away^. 

In one district, the octopus god used to appear in a pool 
ashore, and when he did so, he was at once recognized as the 
god. The priestess immediately went to his shrine, apparently 
a little raised platform, and a^vaited him, whither presently 
came the people with bunches of coconuts, and plaited coconut 
leaves and p-th, and the priestess talked to the octopus and 
apparently imitated its way of sprawling out. The people not 
only eschewed in their own diet the flesh of the octopus, but 
they might not approach a place where it was being eaten. A 
transgressor of tms taboo would be afflicted with baldness, 
though this could be cured by suitable supplications. If any of 
the octopus people found one of their gods dead they gave 
him decent and ceremonious burial. There was a small species 
of octopus which w'as a favourite delicacy with most Tongans, 
but the people of one cluster of Ullages refrained from eating 
it*. Perhaps the punishment of baldness must be associated 
with a similarity produced thereby to the head of an octopus. 

Speaking of sharks, Collocott says that though there was 
more than one shark deity he only knew of one clan which 
refrained from eating shi^k from religious motives, but in 
riew of the very recent period of his investigation I do not 
think this proves anything. He refers to the two most famous 
shark gods who manifested themselves in sharks, which were 
not used for food®. He tells us of a god of both land and sea, 


1^4 p. ZZJ. * Ibid. p. 223 . ‘ Ibid, p 
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who was manifest at &ea as a shark. This god was a protector 
of gardenSj and a plait of coconut leaf in the semblance of a 
shark, hung up in a plantation, put the garden under a taboo 
which none dared \ioIate; one sacrilegious Christian convert, 
who treated the mark with indignity, had both his arms bitten 
off by a shark soon after when he w'as bathing'. Speaking of 
the shark vvho guarded the god when swimming from Eua to 
Samoa, Collocott says tliat approach to the god's cavern was 
impossible to anyone wearing a sweet-smelUng leaf girdle, or 
having the head wliitencd with Hme [compare the sea-eel], or 
apparently being afflicted with physical or moral defects; and 
he tells us that the people of Eua were said to be immune from 
attack by one species of shark An illustration of the curious 
origins sometimes attributed to the sacred character of animals 
may perhaps be seen in a story told by Collocott, of a young 
man who was sailing with his companions on the sea, and told 
them to jump one by one into the sea. Each of them as he 
did so became a shark of 3 harmless variety; but the young 
man himself was turned into one of the great man-eating 
sharks, and since then the shark has been taboo to the people 
of that district and must not be eaten by them, on account of 
the relationship subsisting betw*een them^. 

Observations 

I draw attention to the following ideas and practices which 
may be associated with totemism, or may have a bearing on that 
subject, vrhich the above evidence discloses. There is Rivers’s 
statement as to a general belief in descent from the animal; and 
a similar idea may underly the belief that pregnancy followed 
bathing in the pond of the lizard, and perhaps Collocott's 
story' of the w'oman who ate the dove. There is the tradition of 
the woman wiio gave birth to the first yam. Examples of the 
human origin of animals, otherwise than by birth* are found in 
the story of the girl ivhose head turned into the first turtle, 
and in that of the young men who were turned into sharks; 
and we have the same ifei in another form in the belief that 
sacred animals w*ere spirits revisiting the earth. There is the 
usual taboo against eating the sacred animal ; and we find ex¬ 
amples of the freedom of chiefs from the taboo against eating 
turtle and certain fish and perhaps flying foxes, and of the 
avoidance of this taboo by first giving a portion to the gods. 

' Col!ocftti^ 7 .P- 5 , voL xxx, p. a.29. ‘ Ibid. p. 13a. " Ibid. p. zjg. 
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The friendly attitude of the animah or in some cases its giving 
of actual helpf is seen in what we are told about sharks, possibly 
the plantaint and by the raiL There is the curious belief as to 
the ow^s disclosure of the pregnancy of a woman* VVe are told 
that the cry of the rail was an omen of death; and the appearance 
of a sort of fi>ing fox was an omen of disaster^ which may mean 
the same thing. There is evidence pointing to split totems* 

SOCIETY ISLANDS 
Birds 

I have drawn attention, in connection with the sanctity in 
Tonga of bats that frequented the burial grounds, to the caution 
which must be observed in regarding as totemic in origin or 
character the sanctity attributed to birds or other flying creatures 
that frequented the groves in which were the miirae and burying 
places, the possibility being that it was due to the sanctity of 
the place of resort and perhaps to beliefs as to only temporary 
entry by the gods into the birds for the purpose of communi¬ 
cating with men* Neither of these explanations, if correct, 
would, I think, make it necessary to reject the possibility of 
totemic origin or character. It may be, for instance, that the 
supematurd beings that entered the birds w^ere supposed to 
be, or had once been regarded as, the souls of the deified dead i 
and the point should be borne in mind. Probably the question 
arises as to other islands, besides those of Tonga and the 
Society groups but we have from the latter some statements 
about It. Elhs says a bird was a frequent emblem of deity, and 
they believed the god often came in the body of a bird to the 
tmirae^ where it left the bird and entered the image, through 
which it was supposed to communicate with the priest^. On 
another page he includes among the animate objects of worship, 
a number, not only of fishes, but of birds, especially a species 
of heron, a kingfisher, and one or two kinds of w^oodpecker, 
accustomed to frequent the sacred trees growing in the pre¬ 
cincts of the temple* These birds were considered sacred, and 
were usually fed upon the sacrifices* The people imagined that 
the god was embodied in the bird when it approached the 
temple to feast upon the offering; and hence they supposed 
their presents were grateful to their deities* The cries of the 
birds were also regarded as responses of the gods to the prayers 

^ Ellis, vol* 1, p* 33J* 


z 62 


TOTEMISM 


of the priests^ The birds were even beUeved to feed on the 
bodies of the hum^ victims-* De Bovia says there were many 
birds and fish to whom a cult w^as offered^ as to the gods; and 
though maTae were erected to them only rarely, prayers were 
addressed and offerings made to them. They were not gods in 
themselves, but it was thought that gods dwelt in their bodies. 
As ej^ples of these he refers to the oovea^ a sort of cuckoo, 
associated with the ^od Manutcaha; the oitiu, a sort of crab- 
eater {crabier), associated with Ruanuu; the r«ro, one of the 
kingfishers, connected with Raa^. It will be noticed that he 
appears to be speaking of these birds generally, and not merely 
in connection with any habit of frequenting the sacred groves 
of the fnarae*. 

There are, however, a number of statements by writers, 
^me of w^hich imply, or may possibly be interpreted as imply¬ 
ing, that the beliri was that the gods were actually incarnate 
in the birds, and all of \vhich point to the sanctity of certain 
birds. Cook says that in Tahiti and the adjoining islands the 
people had particular birds — some a heron, and others a king¬ 
fisher—to which they paid a particular regard, and concerning 
which th^ had some superstitious notions with respect to gO(^ 
and had fortune ■ they were called and the people never 
hilled or molested them, but they never addressed a petition 
to them or approached them \rith any act of adoration®. 
According to Forster, herons, kingfishers and cuckoos wrere all 
sacred, but were not held in equal veneration by all the people, 
and different islands protected different birds®. Some of the 
people of the island of Huahine regarded a blue white-bellied 
kin^sher and a greyish heron as atua; others encouraged 
Cookes part)’ to shoot them. Neither lot expressed disappro¬ 
bation of their being shot. The birds were not looked upon as 
divinities, but the name bestowed upon them [aiua] conveyed 
the idea of veneration". This distinction between people who 
did and did not regard a species of bird as sacreef is perhaps 
seen in the statement that the chief of the island of Ra'iatea 
asked Cook not to shoot herons and woodpeckers, whilst a 
priest who was with the part)' paid little or no regard to these 
birds®. Apparently the sacred birds of Ra^iatea included king- 

l I, p. 336. Cf. Cook, vol. Vi, p. 31; Wilson, pp. i&i, 378. 

? ji'fP: Bovia, pp, 284 55. Cf. p. 173. 

7 merely because he says tkt birds did not usually possess 
*■ Cook. vol. i, p. 224- ' Forster, Voy. vtfl. ii. p. 134. 

* P- 379' ‘ Cook, vul. lU, p. 341 . 
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fishers, or a. species of them, because Forster says that the 
shcK)ting there by the English of some kingfishers caused 
lamentation on the part of the daughter of the chief for the 
death of her atua and grief to the other women; and the chief 
asked the Englishmen to abstain from shooting kingfishers and 
herons, though he said they might shoot any other birds*. 
Possibly Cook and Forster are referring to the same episode, 
and the former has omitted to mention kingfishers, whilst the 
latter has omitted the woodpeckers. The Duff missionaries 
were shown by a priest a rush wrapped up (wr) in the form of 
a bird, and told that through it they worshipped their god, and 
it gave divine response®. Corney relates a Spanish account, 
according to which thw shot two birds, which the people 
would not eat for fear of the deity in whom they believed; the 
following day an arCt [chief] dinM with the Spaniards, but on 
recognizmg these birds on the dish he would not partake of 
them, saying they would make his eyes reel®» In commenting 
on this, Comey says that several birds were considered sacred 
by the Tahitians—notably a cuckoo (ooireo), the kingfisher 
{ruro) and the crab-heron (otuu); they seem, he says, to have 
been regarded as shrines or vehicles for certain gods rather 
than as divinities in substance or form"** 

Beechey says there was in Tahiti a little bird called oomamoOt 
which had the gift of speech, and used to warn persons of any 
danger by which they were threatened. People would often, 
at a warning from this bird that they were to be seized as 
sacrificial victims, escape by fleeing into the mountains according 
to the bird's directions®, Tyerman and Bonnet were shown in 
Huahine a white bird, with a long blue bill and webbed feet, 
about the size of a dove, called pirm^ which, they were told, 
was worshipped K It was supposed to preside over accidents, 
and being ^und in breadfruit trees, its proteaion was sought 
against filing while climbing. The belief was that the bird, 
seeing a man falling, would fly beneath him, and so save him, 
or at least lessen the force of the falL The chief who told of this 
said that once, when he fell from a breadfruit tree, one of these 
birds glanced under him so closely as to touch his neck with 
the flapping of its wings, and in consequence he sustained no 

^ Fort ter, Kegj. yoL I, p. 294 . “ Wiiion, 

‘ Cornell 7ai^7i, vdI. Ilf, pp,. 

* Ibid, 1S9 nolf 2. The crab-eater mentioned by de BevU app«rt to be whit 
Comey caJls the enb-heron. 

* B^diey, p. 2^3. 
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injury; whereupon he immediately cut a large branch of bananas 
and offered them to the bird at the mar^^. 

Sharks 

Sharks evidently occupied a prominent position among the 
sacred animals of Polynesia» and this is hardly matter for 
wonder, so far as Tahiti was concerned, seeing that the 
powerful Teva people believed that they were descended 
ftx>m a shark. I have already suggested the possibility that the 
shark, or perhaps a species of shark* was the embodiment of 
Tane and that Tane was the great god of the Teva people. 
There is evidence of the great sanctity attributed to certain 
sharks^ though in most cases we are not told from which of the 
islands the evidence was obtained, nor, if it was Tahiti, to 
what part of that island it applied. 1 refer, however, in the 
first place to statements, to which I drew attention in discussing 
this Tane question, as to the prevalence of the w^orship of the 
shark in the island of Huahine. We have seen that the people 
worshipped and offered them large oblations; that in one bay the 
sharks w ere so tame that they came regularly to the beach to be 
fed i that some of the sharks were known and given honourable 
names; that almost everj' family had its particular shark; that the 
sharks were credited w'lth miraculous acts; and that two marae 
were seen dedicated to sharks. We have also been told of 
a belief, apparentiv in the island of Borabora, associating a 
shark with the MilHy Way* and to a somewhat similar belief, 
spoken of by Moerenhout, which prevailed in some part of 
the Society group, De Bo\is* after making the statements as 
to sacred birds w^hich I have already quoted, says the shark 
seems to have enjoyed a still ^eater consideration, and that he 
thinks he found the ruins of some matae consecrated to it^, 
but he does not tell us w^here these were. Ellis is apparently 
speaking of the Socletj' Islands generally, when he says that, 
though the people w'ould not only kill but eat certain kinds of 
shark, the large blue sharks (squahis glmtais) were deified by 
them, and far from attempting to destroy these animals* the 
people endea’i'oured to propitiate their favour by prayers and 
offerings. Temples were erected, in which the priests officiated, 
and offerings were presented to these sharks; whilst fishermen 
and others who w'ere much at sea* sought their favour^. Cook 

1 Tycftnan. vul, 1, p. 24S. ' Dc Dovis. p. aBj. Cf, p, 17 
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tells of a shark} kept prisoner in a creeks with some of his hns 
cut off to prevent escape, and says that the king offered it to 
him for fcxid^; this suggests that all sharks were not taboo as 
food* at all events to chiefs. Cook beinjg regarded as a chief. 
I have already referred ^ in connection \dth the curious Society 
Islands tendency towards division of areas into eight, to the 
old legend which seems to connect this number with the cuttle^ 
fish, and to the possibility that the habit of speaking of Tahiti 
as a **fish^" may have been connected writh a cuttle-fish. This 
may have been so, and the practice of calling the island a 
cuttle-fish, if such w’as meant, would not be inconsistent with 
anotiver belief that it had been a shark. A belief of this sort is 
recorded by Ellis who was told of a legend that Tahid had 
originally been a shark, that had come from Ra^iatea; according 
to this legend, the eastern end of the island had been the shark's 
head and the western end its tail, and its ventricles or gills 
w'ere identified with a lake, while certain mountains formed its 
fins-. Ellis tells us wondrous tales about these deified blue 
sharks. They were said always to recognize a priest on board 
any canoe, to come at his call, retire at his bidding, and spare 
him, in the event of a wreck, though they mi^ht devour his 
companions, especially those w^ho were not their w^orshippers, 
Ellis was repeatedly told of one of the priests of the sharK gods 
being carried by a shark on its back from RaSatea to Huahine, 
a distance of twenty miles^. Two of these deified sharks, 
Tuumao and Tahui, came to pay their respects and congratu¬ 
late a new kin| upon his assumption of government. This was 
done during his ceremonial sea bath, and his excursion in the 
sacred canoe j and tales vrere told of past rulers, who, at the 
time of their inauguration, actually played with these sharks, 
without receiving any injury*. No doubt these were the shark 
gods, of whom we are told that they^ actually caressed and 
W'ashed the newly inaugurated king, as he bathed®. 1 think 
these references to “ a new king" and '' past rulers must point 
to the head Teva chiefs of Papara, because they alone seem to 
have been great dominant chiefs in Tahiti prior to the rise in 
power of the Pomare family; and this would be consistent w^ith 
the shark being a great Teva god. 

I may say that this royal ceremonial bath appears really to 
have b^n regarded as an ordeal, intended to put to the test 

^ Cook. vol. ui, p. 317. ‘ Etiis, vol. 1. p. 167. ^ Ibid. p. 317- 

* Ibid. voL ur, pp. ti 1 sq. ' Moerenhoui, vol. ji, p. 26. 
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the Ic^timacy of the new ruler, and the sanction of the gods to 
his inheritance of the throne^; and I draw attention to Frazer's 
suggestion that some of the judicial ordeals may have been 
based on totemism; the idea is that the totem would not injure 
its friend, and that, where the ordeal consisted in the alleged 
wrong-doer giving a dangerous animal an opportunity of doing 
so, an unfortunate ending to the trial showed that the man was 
dlso^vned by his totem, and so was presumably guilty®. The 
royal bathing ceremony above referred to would, I think, come 
within this category, I suggest, not, of course, that it was a 
test put on a WTong-doer, but that it was a test of the king's 
acceptability, originally perhaps to a totem, and afterwards to 
an incarnate deity—a trial of the recognition by the god of his 
sanctity, 

Tyerman and Bennet tell of a Huahine tradition of a horrible 
monster that once worked its way up through the solid ground* 
As it approached the surface, the earth rent asunder, and the 
people, fleeing on all sides, saw a huge shark rear its head and 
open its jaws through the cleft soil* A mamB was erected, in 
commemoration of the event, upon the spot, which was very 
near a lagoon, whereupon a shark made its way through the 
sand, and took possession of the temple, the water of the lagoon 
flowing in with him; a reservoir was thus formed, and this was 
dammed up, and afterwards kept replenished, and in it the 
shark lived, and daily received kts food from the devotees who 
flocked thither. The native who narrated all this was a descend¬ 
ant of the builders of the murae\ and he often prayed and 
sacrificed to the shark®, Moerenhout says that in the Society 
Islands sharks were adored, not for themselves, but merely 
because they w'ere animated by the spirits of the gods whose 
names they bore^. I have referred in previous pages to the 
taking by Pomare II of the Attahuru image of Oro to Tautira, 
and to the other gods whose images accompanied that of Oro 
in the voyage. Two of these gods, Ruahatu and Huae-maa, are 
stated to have been shark gods®^; and 1 may say that the former 
of these was an important god well known in some of the 
Polynesian groups* Caillot refers to the fish gods of the island 
of Huahine; he says they were chiefly sharks and tunny fish, 
and that their stone images were taken with ceremony to the 

■ Cf* Ellii, voh III* p. Ill* *■ FntsscT, T. and E, vol, i, m. ^ojq. 

* TjTirfmn, vol. i, pp. 145 xqq* * Mocrcjihout* vo|, x, p* 456. 

* LJIdrS, Trans, v-ol. iir, p* 171, 


SOCIETY ISLANDS 


267 

ed^e of the sea^ and then each kind of fish approached its god, 
which made abundant catches possible'. There was a tale of 
Tafa‘i [w^ell knowTi in traditions of parts of Polynesia], who 
swam the seas on a sheath of coconut flower as his ship, being 
told by his mother that he w^ould meet his aftcestor [my italics], 
a shark, w'ho would take him to his destination, which in fact 
it did“. Then afterwards, when this man and his cousin were 
in hades, and the cousin was caught by the hook of the blind 
Ui [the goddess of hades] he called upon the latter to let the 
cousin go, threatening her with the wrath of the terrible shark 
if she did not do 30^. 

Eeb and lizards 

I have, in connection with Samoa, referred to a possible 
association of Tangaroa, Pili (the tbard god) and some other 
deities whom I connect with the Tangaroans, with eels, lizards, 
etc.—animals with pointed tails—and have drawn attention, to 
stories of violation by such animals of girls, and of the growth 
of a coconut from the animal’s head. There was a Tahitian tale 
of a woman, who, being about to meet her friends and wishing 
to take them a present, acting on her husband^s instruction, 
caught an eel, cut off its head, threw the rest of its body into 
the water, and carried the eel away with her in a calabash. 
There is no suggestion in this story of violation by the eel of 
the girl; but we are told that a coconut tree grew out of its 
head*. In discussing political areas in the Society Islands [ 
have referred to Ra^iatea as having apparently been the original 
seat there of the worship of Tangaroa and Oro, and have re¬ 
ferred to a belief that the peopling of the islands was the work 
of Tangaroa in Ra*iatea, operating in the shapes of tti or 
spirits, and to the story of the RaMatea girl being swallowed 
by an eel, w^hich became possessed by her spirit, broke off a 
portion of the island, and swam away, and dropping a portion 
of it, formed the island of Eimeo, Tahiti being formed out of 
the rest. 

Davies, in his dictionary, gives Aerorau as the name of a 
god, and of a fabulous mo^o or lizard, said to have many tails; 
though he does not say the lizard was an incarnation of the 
god. This word mo*o is the same, allowing for the consonantal 
change, as moko in Rarotonga, and there is a Rarotongan song, 

^ Caillot, L J’.O. p. 96. Cf. EHis. vol. i, p. 319., * vol. xxi, p* 
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referring to Tahiti in which is a reference to a demon fish 
Te-moko-roa-i-ata *. 

There is in the interior of the Teva district of Mataiea a lake 
called Vairia, which was believed to be inhabited by an immortal 
eel*; the eels in this lake were said to have lar^ ears, and there 
was a custom after war for the victors to cut on the ears of their 
captives and then throw them into the lake®. According to a 
Mataican legend, the ancestors of the people were descended 
from a woman by an eel dwelling in this lake; the people of 
the district theremre regarded eels as their ancestors, and held 
them in great veneration. The canoes of the various districts 
seem to have had representations of animals on their prows, 
and the Mataiean canoe had a monstrous eel’s head^. Annual 
pilgrimage to this lake were made by the people®. I think we 
may surmise that the captives thrown into the lake were prob¬ 
ably offered to the eel. 

On the north-east coast of Huahine, in a rocky ravine, was a 
marae dedicated to the lizard. There was a legend there that 
in remote ages a lizard was bom of a human mother, and 
immediately on its birth was translated into a god; and this 
ravine and marae w'ere the retreat of the goa, and divine 
honours had been paid to it there ever since*. Tahiti also had 
a lizard tale. On a flat ledge, immediately below one of the 
highest peaks, was an impression, about 50 feet long, of a 
gigantic lizard, and the lerond concerning it was that a beautiful 
girl was earned off by a ‘demon,” who kept her with him till 
she bore him a son — a lizard. She escap>ed soon afterw’ards, 
married and became a widow, but had a daughter. One day 
she saw a huge lizard near her hut; they recognized each other 
as mother and son and the lizard obeyed her, caught fish and 
made poa for her, and was kind to her little girl. On a sub¬ 
sequent day she left the child for a few days in charge of the 
lizard, and the lizard was kind to the child at first, but was 
afterwards angered because she disturbed its sleep; so the 
lizard ate up the child, and went into the bush. On her return 
the mother pursued the lizard, which she had to follow higher 
and higher into the mountains; and at last, when it had climbed 
to the edge of a precipice, she reached and rushed at it. It 
fell and from its blood grew the pappaxo tree; and it was 
believed that any woman who ate the fruit of this tree would 


• JJ^S. vol. XXI, p. 58. 

* Ibid. pp. 47 tq. 
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bear offspring*. There is no suggestion that the lizard was 
deified; but the tale is w'orth repeating, as, in view of the results 
credited to the product of its blood, it is likely that it was so. 

Turtles 

Turtles, according to one of the Spanish records, might only 
be eaten by kings, being forbidden as food to private persons, 
and even to relatives of the royal family^. Ellis says the turtle 
was always held sacred and dressed with sacred fire within the 
precincts of the temple, part of it being always offered to the 
idoP, Williams says practically the same thing, and adds that 
only the king and principal chiefs ate it^. The missionaries 
say it was sacred and w'as eaten at the marae^. Tycrman and 
Bennet say that it was the custom for the people, when they 
caught a turtle, to present it to the king. It w'as taken to the 
marae and baked tnere; part was offered to the idol; the re¬ 
mainder w'as brought to the king and his family, but they 
might not eat it before it had been offered to the idol. If this 
ceremony was not performed, supernatural punishment would 
be inflicted on the offenders*. 

Some other ammals 

Baessler says there were a great many dolphins at Mo‘orea 
(Eimeo) because the natives regarded them as relations and 
never killed them. He gives a legend as to this. A jjowerful 
magician of their race (Stamm) had fetched stars from heaven 
and tried to dry them on the shore in the sun; but the gods, 
angry at the stealing of their propertv, sent heavy rain to w'ash 
the stars into the sea. To prevent tfiis, the magician sent his 
children to fetch the stars from the shore, but the rain washed 
the children into the sea, where they w'crc transformed into 
dolphins^. According to another legend, a man caused his four 
cousins to be changed into porpoises “ which are said until now** 
to be the descendants of the father of these cousins; and that was 
the reason w’hy the porpoise had red blood*. Whether or not 
those tw’o stories, in speaking of dolphins and porpoises, are 
referring to the same or different animals I cannot say. Even 
if, as is quite possible, they w'ere merely legendar}* explanations 

» Walpole, vol. II, pp. 134-7* * Comey, Tahiti, vol. ii, p. 273. 

• EUia, vol. II, p. 93. Cf. Moerenhout. vol. 11. pp. 454^- note. 
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of existing beliefs as to the human origin of the animals, they 
indicate that the beliefs were there, and so have some bearing 
on our subject. ® 

De Boris sa>'8 there were several fish that were credited with 
nghts of divinity*. Tyerman and Bennet refer to a mountain 
in Hiiahine on the top of which was a ruined marae that had 
once been dedicated to the worship of the dog, and had been 
held m profound veneration*; and say that in the same island 
the oaroo, a speaes of lobster, pale yellow in colour, with lilac 
and black spots, was once a deity®. 

Davies, in his dictionary, refers to an insect called pata, 
found in the thatch of houses, and whose noise in striking the 
thatch was an omen of war. ® 


Observations 

I have referred to the belief of the Teva people that they 
were descended from a shark; there is the story of Tafa‘i 
whose ancestor was a shark; and we have the belief of the 
Mataiea people that they were descended from an eel. Tradi¬ 
tions are discl^ of human birth of a lizard, and of human 
things being changed into dolphins and porpoises. It is notice¬ 
able that very little is actually said about un\^illingness to eat 

involved by evidence of unwillingness 
to kill them. The confinement to high chiefs of the perm^ion 
to ^t ti^e IS disclosed, and even they might not do this 
without first (jffenng it to the god, and the reference to super- 
na^r^ punishment shows that this was an important duty. 
The idea of the friendly, and sometimes helpful, attitude of 
animals is referred to in the cases of certain species of birds 
and sh^ks; and there is the example of a particular insect which 
warned people of war. 

Moercnhout touches this quesdon generally in referring to 
a bcxnety Island custom for a man to choose a reptile fish or 
other animal (except domesdc animals) which immediately be¬ 
came for him an object of veneradon, to which he confided his 

j e . as to his plans, and from which he 

experted help and the little advanuges and pleasures of every- 
^y life; the ob|ect became in his eyes a symbolical image of 
divinity, or rather a divinity itself*. This animal was sicred 
specially to him, other people, however, regarding it with 

• vol, I, p. jea 
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indifFerence, but choosing each of them some other animal for 
the same purpose'. Examples of the appearance of the totem 
animal before death are given by Moerenhout's statement that 
when a native fell ill the approach of the fish, bird or reptile 
he worshipped ii^allibly prognosticated his deaths and by the 
inclusion in Davies"s dictionary of the term Qti as meaning the 
cry of the bird otatare over a person, ivhicb w^as supposed to 
be ominous of death* 


HERVEY ISLANDS 

The island of Mangaia provides some definite information 
as to specific incarnate ^?ds associated with known social 
groups of the population, I find no evidence that the great 
Rongo, the god of war and of the dead, had an incarnation; it 
is said that he was "represented by” a triton shell, which only 
the sacred king could use®, and I may add that in Aitutaki his 
priests were supposed to be inspired by the shark The use by 
the sacred king of the triton shell would, I think, be his pre¬ 
rogative as head chief, and its association with the god would 
arise from its special use in time of war, and would not, I think, 
be connected with actual immanence, and the shark, if an 
incarnation, was perhaps confined to Aitutaki* Next in im¬ 
portance after Rongo we must place Motoro, who was wor¬ 
shipped conjointly with Rohm by what Gill calls the "three 
original tribes a term which refers to the descendants of the 
three grandsons (Rangi, Mokoiro and Akatauira) of Rongo, and 
must be regarded as applying to the Ngariki, or original people 
of Mangaia. Motoro was a deified son of the great explorer 
and warrior of Rarotonga, Tangiia, said to have been sent by 
him to Rangi, at the request of the latter, to be his god of the 
living®. This Motoro was enshrined in sinnet work, the oronga 
plant and the blackbird Tane, with his innumerable 

descriptive names^, was, as w'e have seen, the god of the Aiiu 
people—the earlier immigrants from Tahiti. He had several 
incarnations. At Maputo "Tane striving for power” was in¬ 
carnate in two birds, the katta and the kerearako- at Maraeteva 
"Tane of the Barrington tree** was incarnate in sprats; at 
Maungaroa "Tane the chirper** was recognized in the planets 


u p. 
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Venus and Jupiter, and enshrined in sinnct work'. Turanga, 
w ho was a god of the Tongan immigrants*, was w’orship|>ed at 
Aumoana, and was incarnate in the white and black spotted 
lizard*. So also was the Tongan god Tonga-iti*. Tiaio w'as the 
god of the Mautara, or priestly CTOup, previous worshippers of 
Tane, whom they had given up®; he was worshipped at Mara*, 
and was incarnate in the eel and shark’. Teipe was the special 
god of the branch of the Tongan people bearing his name; he 
was worshipped at Vaiau on the east coast of Mangaia®, and 
W’as incarnate in the centipede®; it was believed that the 
treasures of these people, hidden in caves, were guarded by 
enormous centipedes, always ready to destroy intruders'®. These 
Teipe people also considered themselves as being under the 
protection of land crabs and pigeons, and, however hungry, 
were unwilling to eat them". 

It will be noticed that no specific districts of worship are 
mentioned by Gill as belonging to the Ngariki gods Kongo 
and Motoro, whose worship, at all events so far as Kongo was 
concerned, undoubtedly spread more or less all through the 
island of Mangaia but that each of the other gods enumerated 
— that is, three conceptions of Tane (of the Tahitian Aitu 
group), Turanga and Tonga-iti (of the Tongans), Tiaio (of the 
Mautara), and Teipe (of a branch of the Tongans) — is spoken 
of as worshipped in a named district. I have already drawn 
attention to this matter in discussing social and local grouping. 

There is further information of a more or less general 
character as to incarnate gods of Mangaia. There were tw’o 
^ods, Tekuraaki and Utakea, worshipped in Nuvec, incarnate 
m the woodj>ecker'*. Vatea, the traaitional father of gods and 
men'*, was associated in some way with the porpoise'*. Gill 
refers generally to rats, lizards, beetles, eels, sharks and several 
kinds of birds'*; to sharks, sword-fish, eels, yellow and black 
spotted lizards and several kinds of birds and insects; to birds, 

• GiU, L^.I. p. 96. 

• Aumoana was the ancient marae of theac people (GUI, Myths, o. 20a: cf. 

p.287). • GUI. p. 96. 

• Gill, Myths, pp. 10 sq. ‘ Ibid. p. 30. 

• GjU, L.SJ. p. 96. ’ GUI, s 1 j>. p. 21. 

• GUI, LJSJ. p. 309. • Ibid. p. 96. 

“ Ibid. p. 310. ** Gill, SJLJ^. p. 58. 

*• Every high chief had to wonhip Rongo, god of war and ruler of the 

invisible world, though he would have his own private god also (GiU, S.P.N.G. 
P. 17). ** GUI. LSJ. p. 96. 
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*• Ibid. p. 35. GiU, SJ>.N.G. p. 26. 
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fish, reptiles and insects^; to inanimate objects^ such as par- 
ticular trees, sinnet, sandstone and fragments of basalt®. The 
land crab was sacred to one family, but not to another; the 
centipede was sacred to one, but not to another; and the black¬ 
bird w'as to one family the embodiment of its god, while to 
another the same bird was food^. Gill, speaking of the Teipe 
people, says that, though famished, they would not eat the 
animals associated with their gods^ and we may, I think, 
assume that similar customs prevailed among the other groups. 
He refers to certain birds as having been regarded as messengers 
of gods to warn individuals of impending danger; and says that 
*'each tribe had its own feathered guardian Mokoiro, the 
fisherman's god, immanent in the extremity of a ereat 
coconut leaf, comprising ten or twelve lesser leaves, cut off and 
neatly bound with yellow sinnet by “the priest of all food”; 
and no one would venture over the reef to fish without it®. 
Possibly this may be regarded as a “split” totem, but these 
leaves had a general sanctity in most parts of Polynesia, 

Eeb and lizards 

I return to my question of the possible connection with eels, 
snakes and lizards—animals with pointed tails^—of Tangaroa 
and some other gods whom I associate with the Tangaroans, 
as we find w'hat may be traces of it in the Hervey Islands* I 
first refer to a statement by Gill that lizard worship was intro¬ 
duced into the Her^'ey group by the Tongans ^ I point out 
that the two gods, Turanga and Tonga-iti, of the Tongan 
people of Alangaia were both incarnate in lizards; and I may 
add as to this that a lizard and a fresh-water eel were said to 
dwell in the burial chasm of the Tongan worshippers in Man- 
gaia of Tonga-iti, and to feed upon the bodies placed in it®* 
There was a story in the island of Aitutaki which told of the 
arrival there of the great chief Te Erui and his companion, of 
their finding there Mokoroa, a monster lizard, called “ the wild 
one of Tangaroa,” and killing it®* There was also a Rarotongan 
sto^ connecting the gods Tangaroa and Tonga-iti with an eeh 
This tale relates to two people who fished for and caught and 
killed an eel called Maoro, which belonged to Tangaroa and 
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Tonga-iti* of the anger of the two gods at this^ and how they 
caused the water to burst out^ carrying the land into the sea, 
where both land and people w'ere sw^allowed by a whale^. Then 
there was a Her\ey Island version of the Samoan stories of 
Pill (the eel) and the girl, with the g^o^^-th from the eel's head 
of a coconut tree, the substance of this version being as follows, 
and the name of the girl — Ina — being the same as the name 
Sina of Samoa (the s of Samoa — A in Tonga — -is wanting in 
the Her^^ey Islands). Ina " with the divine lover,” the daughter 
of Kui the Blind^ w^as several times touched w'hen bathing by 
an enormous eel, w^hoae form afterwards changed to that of a 
handsome youth, who told her he was Tuna (eel), the god and 
protector of all fresh-water eels, and who became her lover, 
returning to his eel form from time to time. On parting from 
her he said he would reappear in tus eel form, and she w'as to 
cut off his head and bury it, w*hich she did, and from it sprang 
two coconut trees, a red one, sacred to Tangaroa, and a green 
one to Rongo*. It was said that w'omen w'ere not allowed to 
touch salt and fresh-water eels; but this taboo is said to have 
been based upon a legend that the god had taken the form of 
an cel in order to watch some women bathing. A wornan who 
had broken the taboo by eating an eel was regarded as having 
been possessed by an e^iJ spirit, which \vauLd impel her to 
devour her husband, and he fled from her in consequence^. 
A possible alternative explanation would be the sanctity of the 
eel, based on its divine association, w^hich might well make it 
a tabooed food, at all events for women. 

The Mangaian myth of the origin of things begins with a 
w'oman Vari-ma-te-takere — the veiy beginning—lying cramped 
up in the lowest depths of Avaiki; and her eldest son was 
Vatea*, who, I may say, was under that name, or as Atea, well 
knowm in eastern Polynesia, and w^as probably an old god. I have 
already discussed the conflicting cults of Atea Tane and 
Tangaroa in the eastern Pacific. We And the hostility between 
Atea and Tangaroa in a Marquesan legend of the defeat by 
Atea, representing light, of Tangaroa, who though regarded in 
the western islands as a god of the skies, was in this legend the 
representative of darkness^. Rongo, the god of the original 

' yj^.S^ vol, 3 EXf, FP. &! rt. 
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Ngariki people, was according to my views, a pre-Tangaroan 
god in the Pacific^ Then, according to the traditions, came to 
Mangaia some Tongans, who, Gill says, introduced lizard wor¬ 
ship there, and whose gc^s Turanga and Xonga-iti were repre¬ 
sented by lizarcL, and one of them was associated in Aitutaki 
with Tangaroa in the ownership of an eel. My suggestion is 
that these Tongan immig^ts were a group of the great Pacific 
voyagers whom I am calling Tangaroans. 

Cuttle-fish {and lizard) 

The cuttle-fish was not, according to Gill, worshipped in 
Mangaia-. Savage learnt from a chief of the highest rank in 
the royal Makea (Karika) district of Avarua in Rarotonga that 
the K^ika’s god was a female called Rangatira-varu-eke^, as 
to which name 1 may point out that eke (identical with the 
Samoan fe^e) means a cuttle-fish, and varu means “eight,” so 
the name of the goddess associates her with the cuttle-fish. 
Williams says Rangatira was the god of the king^— thzt is, of 
the Makea chief, and Gill s^ the cuttle-fish was the spedal 
deity of the reigning Makea family^. 

According to a legend, the godf Tonga-iti and his beautiful 
wife Rangatira lived at Avarua, near the sea, on the northern 
shore of Rarotonga. Tonga-iti, impelled by his wife’s admira¬ 
tion of the spotted lizard, entered the anim^, but she then only 
regarded him with disgust; so he retaliated by enticing her to 
enter the cuttle-fish, whereupon the sense of disgust was trans¬ 
ferred to him. She, in a rage at this, dived into the depths of 
the ocean, reaching the foundations of Rarotonga, whence she 
passed by an underground channel, and emerged in a spring 
of water at the summit of the central mountain of the island, 
called “ the Mist and thither Tonga-iti, having changed him¬ 
self into a sea-lizard, pursued her. They lived there together 
for a time, but eventually decided to return to Avarua. There 
was a hole in the rock through which the water of the spring 
emerged in its downward course seaw’ards; and by means of a 

* According to the Mangaian mjrth, Tangaroa and Kongo were the ions of 
Vatca ^Gill, Mprths, p. to), but this does not disconcert me. We find incon¬ 
sistencies of this sort all over the Pacific, many of them arising, no doubt, from 
competitive stories. 

• Gill, p. 290 note i. • Savage,vol. xviii, p. 218. 

• Williams, p. 182. 

* Gill, L^J. p. 289. Fe‘e, the great Samoan cuttle-fish god of the dead, 
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the worship of the cuttle-fish by the Makea family, whoM arurestors were 
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long reed possessing the power of directing this course, and 
which they inserted in the hole, in a position slanting north- 
w’ard, they diverted the stream so as to make it flow to Avarua, 
whither they themselves returned. Afterwards the god Toutika 
appeared on the crest of the mountain and by altering the slope 
of the reed changed the course of the stream so that it flow^ 
to the east. The legend then tells of the discovery by Tonga-!ti 
and his wife of the change; how they hurried back to the foun¬ 
tain to discover its cause; of the dispute betiveen them and 
Toutika as to the ovsnership of the fountain, of the trickery by 
which the latter, w'ho had intrigued with two guardians left by 
Tonga-id and his wife in charge of the fountain, maintained 
his ciaim and the stream continued to flow eastvrard; of the 
futile efforts to check it; of the dejection of the lizard god who 
had to content himself with Ii\dng in the sun, and whose 
descendants became dirty yellowy sallow-looking spiritless rep¬ 
tiles, with none of the prettj' spots that had adorned their 
ancestor, basking in the sun all day; and of the retreat of 
Rangatira, the cuttle-fish, to a fresh-water pool near the shore. 
Gill tells us that this pool or "resting place,” as it was called, 
was near the burial place of the Makea (Karika) kings of Raro¬ 
tonga, who, down to 1823, continued to worship the cuttle-fish 
(it is not stated that they claimed descent from it). The feud as 
to the owTiership of the water has continued to this day (1S90). 
The fountain on the top of the mountain, though 01 fresh 
water, contains fish found in salt water, from which it is be¬ 
lieved it has a subterranean connection with the sea^. 

I suspect that this story has some history^ behind it. Avarua, 
on the north coast, was the central seat of the great Makea 
(Karika) group, and the eastern portion of the island w'as the 
home of the equally great I’angiia group of Rarotonga; and 
there may have been some feud between these two families 
arising from a diversion—perhaps by an earthquake — of the 
flow' of the water, emerging from the central mountain, from 
the north coast of the Karika to the eastern coast of the Tangiia 
people. So far as the cuttle-fish is concerned, we may perhaps 
see a belief that it had originally been instrumental in directing 
the supply to its own people in the north; but 1 cannot offer 
any explanation of the association with the matter of the gods 
Tonga-iti and Toutika* If I could show that Tonga-iti (the 
lizard god) was, like Rangatira (the cuttle-fish), specially 

’ Gill, A-A^ S. voL II. pp. 
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associated with the Karika people^ and Toutika with theTangiia 
group, and could state the incarnation of Toutika, the story 
would be extremely interesting j but I am unable to do this. 
I may say, without going into a lot of detailed evidence to 
prove it, that both of these gods seem to have been prominent 
Rarotongan gods, whose worship was not confined to either of 
these groups, though of course this community of worship 
might be accounted for amply by the e.\Tensive intermarriages 
between members of the groups, and it must not for a moment 
be assumed that it had always prevailed. 

Porpoises 

Gill tells us that in Mangaia Tinirau was the king of all fish, 
from the shark to the tiniest minnow, but his jurisdiction did 
not extend to the porpoise ; and the explanation given was that 
this animal, covered with pure fat or blubber, was not a fish. 
Indeed its origin was seen in Tinirau*s elder brother, the god 
Vatea, who had tom off a portion of his own body and made 
it into a porpoise^. I find no reference to any worship of Vatea 
in this animal form, and the m^^b itself does not necessarily 
suggest that he was incarnate in the porpoise. 

Shark and turtle {food of chiefs) 

I am taking these two animals together, as the evidence con¬ 
cerning them is similar, referring to offerings to gods and to 
chiefs^ privileges of having them as food. Williams says the 
turtle w'as sacred in Rarotonga, and a portion of every one 
caught had to be offered to the ^ds, and the remainder, eaten 
only by the king and prindpal cniefs, was cooked in the sacred 
fire^. In a description of the installation of a Makea (Karika) 
king of Rarotonga it is said that the urtki was given the name 
he was to bear, and the right to all turtles and sharks caught: 
and there is a sentence which suggests that he had a similar 
pririlegc as regards two sorts of fish — the urua and pumtpum^. 
We are also told of the catching by the Aitu people of Mangaia 
of a large turtle, and that it had to be presented at once to the 
king*; and according to an Aitutakian tradition, Iro w^as killed 
by the king, because he had only sent him a small portion of a 

^ Gill, Myths, p. 9S: cf. p. 3. 

* Williairis. p. 500. 

“ Smith, vdL jhi. p. 320. Cf. (as KJgurds the tunic) Williflira, p. 194: 

Savage. yP^S. voL xxvi, p, iS. 

< Gill. SXP. p. 1. 



TOTEMISM 


278 


turtle that had been caught, instead of the wholes In this 
island, I may say, the priest of Rongo was inspired by a shark^* 

Centipede 

There was a tradition, not that Iro was recognized as being 
incarnate in the centipede, but associating him with it. Accord¬ 
ing to the story, on his mother becoming pregnant> his father 
Mid he would leave for expected child a number of thin^, 
including the father's birth-mark, which was a centipede, 5ie 
appearance of which on the child's back when it w^as born 
would prove Its paternity* Iro was born with this mark on his 
back, and when he was angry the mark was seen to writhe®; 
and there was a tradition wmich refers to Iro lying outside the 
house of Tane looking like a centipede'*. 


Birds 

According to Mangaian traditions, the god Maui penetrated 
to Avaiki in search of fire by entering the body of a red pigeon^ 
and there is another story of one of the traditional beings 
getting a bird to carry him to his destination 

Descent from tetem 

It is stated that among the presents given by Cook to the 
people of the island of Atiu was a dog (kim), and the animal 
was adopted as an ancestor by a section of the Ngatiarua 
people, '*who are known to this day"' as the Ngatikun tribe’, 
f am not sure what this adoption of a living animal as an 
ancestor means, but one would imagine that there was a belief 
as to descent from a dog, which involved the recognition of 
the animal as the incarnation of the ancestor. 


fielp fi/ iQtem 

We have seen examples of the helpful conduct of a totem 
to his friends in the belief of the Teipe people of Mangaia that 
the treasures hidden in their caves were guarded by enormous 
centipedes, and in Gill’s statement that birds, regarded as 
messengei^ of gods, warned individuals of impending danger; 
but there is other evidence of this character. Rats are included 
in one of Gill's lists of incarnations. In Mangaia they were 
regarded as the progeny of echo, and it was usual, when 
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extracting a child*s tooth, to pray to the gods to give the child 
a rat*s tooth (*>► a strong tooth) in its placed; but this does not 
imply a prayer to the rat- In Rarotonga, however, the prayer 
was addressed to the rats themselves; and the extracted tooth 
was thrown on to the roof of the house, where the rats made 
their nests in the decayed thatch^- There was a Man^ian 
practice, in anddpation of a warlike expedition, of thro^vmg a 
number of centipedes, lizards and dragon-flies into water, and 
noting the number of these creatures that were drowTied. This 
number, according to one statement, indicated apparently the 
number of the enemy who w-ouM be killed®; or, according to 
another, the number of their own people doomed to die*. 
Another method of augury was the hunting of certain species 
of large fish, the number caught prefiguring the number, 
apparently of their own people, who would be killed®. These 
creature-drowning and fish-hunting methods do not perhaps 
point to helpfulness of the totem; but I have thought it better 
to mention them. Another method of pre-war augury was for 
the warriors to go on a fish hunt, and if one of them, whilst 
fishing, was bitten by an aa (conger eel) or got his legs clasped 
by an octopus, this was a sure presage of violent death. Again, 
a man who caught a really fine fish knew that he wotdd kill a 
person of distinction, but if he only caught a miserable fish he 
would only kill an enemy of inferior rank®. The omen of being 
bitten by a conger or caught by an octopus may perhaps be 
compared with that involved by the appearance, as an omen 
of death, of a man^s totem god. Another method was for the 
warrior chief to place in his marae two shells, supposed to 
represent the t^vo hostile camps, he offering prayer, and if next 
morning the enemy shell was found upside down this was a 
sure omen of their destruction'^. Certain birds were supposed 
to give warning of danger, species of linnet and kingfisher oeing 
specifically mentioned®. The momoo, a species of blackbird, 
was regarded as the incamatLon of the god Moo, and when the 
Pakoko tribe of Mangaia went to war the bird was supposed 
to lead the way, if the occasion was propitious, by a ball of fire 
lighting up the path for the warriors^. 
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Omen of death 

In Rarotonga, if a grasshopper alighted on a native, this was 
an omen of death*. 

MARQUESAS 

In the Marquesas the mako or shark was credited with dis¬ 
tinguished ancestry, having been a child of their great god 
Atea by one of his wives. I think that the idea was not merely 
that she gave birth to a shark, but that it was the original shark, 
because, according to the legend, another wife of his gave birth 
to what was evidently the original kava plant*. I do not know 
whether, the belief prevailed over the Marquesan group gener¬ 
ally; but should regard it as improbable. Christian says that 
in Hekeani (an islet of the Hivaoa cluster, in the south) the 
moko^ a species of shark, was taboo®. As regards the difference 
in spelling, I may say that in Polynesia mako and moko and 
their dialectal equivalents mean the shark and the lizard respec¬ 
tively, so I think Christian’s spelling moko in this case is a 
mist^e. Concerning his reference to “a species of shark,” I 
find from Tregear’s dictionary that in New Zealand ma^ is 
the name for the tiger shark, and it may have been so in the 
Marquesas also. According to a story told by a Hivaoa native, 
the neighbouring island of Fatuhuku had once been supported 
from below by a shark which Christian identifies as me tiger 
or ground shark, but aftenvards, in a fit of anger, it withdrew 
its support, and the island, which had been a large one, became 
partly submerged and its inhabitants perished*. In Nukuhiva 
a species of shark called peata was taboo®. I do not know 
whether we are to understand that these taboo sharks were 
forbidden as food, but I imagine they w’ould be so. 

Christian says that in the Marquesas Moko-Hae was the 
chief of the lizard gods, who were hostile to mankind, pro¬ 
ducing internal ailments and racking pains®; and according to 
Porter, the Nukuhivans, “from some superstitious notion,” 
were very much afraid of the common small lizard’. 

According to a Nukuhivan legend, man was derived from the 
puhi (eel) and a girl who lived in the sky, the eel having gone 
up to her and forced her with his tail; she gave birth to a son, 
who married her, and their children were the ancestors of man- 

* GUI, yottinp, p. 164. 
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* J^. p. 199. 

* Ibid. p. 190. 


• Ibid. p. 202. 

* Ibid. p. 202. 

’ Porter, vol. 11, p. 128. 


MARQUESAS 


281 


kind*. This is, so far as it goes, another example of the class of 
story comparable uith that of Pili and Sina in Samoa. Christian 
includes among the Marquesan gods Te Puhi-nui-o-autoo, the 
king of the eels-; but he does not say whether this deity was 
supposed to be incarnate in an eel. I have referred in a previous 
chapter to the story of the sacred eel of Nukuhiva in the north¬ 
west, and the sacr^ eel of Hivaoa in the south-east, and of the 
killing of the former by the latter or his people; w'e may believe 
from this that the eel occupied a prominent position among 
animals in a wide area. It will be noticed that, unless we are 
to believe that the king of the eels was incarnate, there is no 
evidence of incarnation in eels. 

The heimanu or sting-ray was taboo in the Taipii valley of 
Nukuhiva, as the emblem of the god Upe-Ouoho*. Le^n 
says that the people of Nukuhiva were convinced that this fish 
was the son of a w'oman of the country, and they were much 
afraid of it^. A small red fish called pukoku was taboo in the 
island of Huapu; and a fish called kuavena was taboo in Nuku¬ 
hiva*. Des Vergnes refers to statements that the Marquesans 
had fetishes and amulets which they respected infinitely, and 
he gives as an example of this a species of mollusc, very small 
and rare, which was hung to a tree in an enclosure, and was 
said to bring good fortune to all those who inhabited the 
enclosure®. Von den Steinen tells us of fish called utu, be¬ 
longing to the family of the scombrides^ a kind of mackerel, 
related to the bonito, which was regarded as extremely taboo. 
Its flesh was used only for the gods, not being eaten even by 
the priests. In describing a Marquesan coffin he says that its 
shape, and the patterns woven upon it, must be connected with 
the representation of the m/m, and describes some of the points 
of similarity. As a matter of fact, it was known that the flesh 
of this fish sometimes produced symptoms of illness, and was 
regarded as poisonous, and he suggests that this may have been 
the reason for the taboo placed upon it as food; but he cannot 
say whether it was because of its sanctity that it was imitated 
on the coffins’. I may point out as to this that, even if the 
poisonous character of the fish was the reason for the taboo 
against it, the idea in the mind of a Marquesan would probably 
not be medical; he would attribute the ill effects caused by 

‘ I^csson, Poly. vol. ii, p. 229. 

• Christian, J.P. 5 . vol. iv, p. 190. ® Ihid. p. 202. 

• Lttson, P^y. vol. ii, p. 233. ‘ Christian, vol. rv, p. 202. 

• Des Vergnes, R.M.C. vol. Lii, p. 732. ’ Von den Steinen, p. 22. 
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eating the fish to the god or eviJ spirit that was in it; this would 
be the reason for its sanctity, and it would be a natural Poly¬ 
nesian conception of taboo. A French missionary was told by 
the son of a priest that a kind of fish called vi had been made 
by his father taboo to all his family, and that if he ate any of 
it he would die at once^. 

The turtle seems to have been a sacred animal. The name 
of the king of Hivaoa w^ that of the turtle*. Porter describes 
ceremonies connected with turtle catching in the district of the 
Teii in Anna Maria Bay (Nukuhi\’a). The king, with all his 
sons and many others, would sit for hours together, clapping 
their hands and singing before a number of little wooden gods, 
laid out in little houses—ten or tw'elve of them in a cluster, 
each about two feet long and eighteen inches high—by the side 
of which were several canoes with their fishing apparatus, and 
round all of which was drawn a line to show that the place 
w'as taboo. The king explained that he was going to catch 
turtle (Porter calls it tortoise) for the gods, and that he would 
have to pray to them ^veral da^ and nights for success, during 
which time he (the king) w'ould be taboo, and dare not enter 
a house frequented by women*. 

Des Vergnes says that in the north-w’cstem islands the kotnako 
(a kind of nightingale) and the makoke (the frigate bird) were 
MCfed and might not be killed^. The purple kingfisher w'as 
behev^ to be the rnessenger of Pahi, the brother of.Atea; and 
the priests took their omens from its twitterings*. The priest’s 
son, referred to above, told the French missionary that, oxides 
the vt fish, there were other animals, including fow'ls, which 
were taboo to him and his brothers, and the eating of which 
would cause death, at the instance, he thought, of the god 
Teikamoei*. There ^e other references to fowls; for instance 
Vincendon-Dumoulin says that in Nukuhiva there was a super- 
stidous taboo which forbad natives to eat them, and a native, 
when dining on the missionary ship, after eating and drinking 
freely, got up immediately when roast fowls were served, saying 
tabu, tabu*' and would not take his seat again till the dish 
w^ removed’. Bennett says fowls were taboo in Roapoa 
[HuapuJ, and a Roapoan chief said that after eating fowl in 
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Hawai‘i he was taken very ilP. According to Mathias, though 
cocks were taboo until they died of old age, apparently only 
because of the beautiful feathers they provid^, hens were not 
so; but even the latter might only be cooked occasionally, at 
the time of the four great feasts of the year*. Melville says 
that black pigs were fenced about by the operation of the taboo*. 

The informant of the French missionary, after speaking of 
the zn fish, said, as we have seen, that there were other 
animals which were taboo as food. Des Vergnes says that 
the best food was reser\'ed for the chiefs in common with 
the religious heads and the gods, and failing offerings they 
would reauisition them^; also that there w’ere sacred animals 
reserved for the gods, which might not be eaten, or which l)ad 
to be offered to them, and gives as an example the mullet 
which w’as taboo, adding that when one of these fish was taken 
it was offered to the atua^ though he thinks the taua (priest) 
would eat it *. These statements are interesting in their refer¬ 
ences to other animals; the evidence given above refers in 
some cases to animals being taboo, without defining what this 
involved, and in particular w’hether they were taboo as food, 
but I think they must have been so. Des Vergnes also perhaps 
refers to a practice similar to that which we have seen in other 
islands of offering taboo food to the gods, after which the food 
might be eaten, at all events by somebody. 

There was a legend of a man who, having been wrecked 
with his canoe, w'as swallow’ed by a large shark, which deposited 
him three days later in an island inhabited only by w’omen, an 
event w hich led to the introduction of men into the island and 
birth of families®. Possibly this may be attributed to bene¬ 
volence on the part of the shark. 

It is stated that if at any time several night moths were seen 
this foretold the death of a priest^. 

Observations 

I point out that, except perhaps in the cases of the chief of 
the li^d gods and the king of the eels, and except in that of 
the sting-ray and perhaps animals connected w'ith Teikamoei, 
there is no evidence pointing to beliefs that these taboo animals 
were incarnate gods, or were associated with specific deities. 

1 refer to a few matters disclosed by the evidence which are 

* Bennett, vol. i, p. 286. • Mathias, p. 250. ■ MelWIle, p. 246. 

* D« Vergnes, R.M.C. vol. lji, p. 721. ‘ Ibid, p. 731. 

* Ibid. pp. 725 sq. » Von den Steinen, V.G,E. vol. xxv, p. 496 
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of interest in connection with totemism. The belief as to descent 
from the totem is disclosed by the story of the eel forcing a 
prl, and her subsequent mamage with their son. The idea of 
human ohm of a totem is seen in the belief that the sting-ray 
was the offspring of a woman. The utu fish is said to have b^n 
the food of the gods only; but I gather from what des Vergnes 
tells us that some sacred animals reserved for the gods might be 
eaten after it had first been offered to the gods, though we do 
not know whether this permission was confined to the chiefs 
or extended to any other classes. Probably the turtle was a 
specially taboo food in view of what we are told as to the 
preliminaries before catching it. The belief as to the helpful 
disposition of a totem may perhaps be seen in the case of the 
species of mollusc (though this might be only a case of magic); 
we cle^ly have an example of it m the attention paid to the 
twitterings of the kingfisher; and perhaps the story of the man 
carried by a shark may be interpreted in the same way. The 
belief as to the appearance of a totem before death may perhaps 
be associated with what we are told about the moths. 


PAUMOTU 

According to one of the French missionaries, eels of streams 
were gods in Gambier Island, but “ are now (1836) eaten*. The 
Paumotuan island of Makemo provides another version of the 
stoiT of the eel and the girl and the coconut. In this account 
we find the god IVIaui coming to earth, and Hina coming from 
the bottom of the sea to pay court to him. This caused a battle 
between Maui and Tuna in which the latter was killed, and 
his head was cut off and buried, and from it a coconut grew*. 
It is reasonable to assume that Tuna was a lover of the woman 
Hina; and though his name is given as that of a man, the word 
tuna means an eel. A similar, though not identical, version 
comes from the island of Napuka, and in this it is said that 
Tuna was^half man and half fish*. IVIontiton refers to a species 
of domestic worship after death offered in the island of Takoto 
to women, which “had a visible connection with the serpent**; 
but his account of this is not quite clear. When a wom^ died 
they bound some locks of their hair to the end of a staff 
decorated with feathers, and placed the staff in the ground 
near a little altar of pandanus wood called ruahine to distinguish 


‘ A.PJ^. vol. X, p. 190. 

* Audran. yvol, xx\'ii, p. 134. 


• Caillot, \fytJtts, p. 27. 


PAUMOTU 


285 

it from the marae\ it was to this altar that they came to pray 
and give food offerings when they were getting ready to go 
fishing for sea-eels, and ever)' time after a sea-eel was caught. 
Montiton speaks of a sort of enmity between women and these 
sea-serpents and the care taken not to bring them face to face, 
and says that when eels were caught, they were covered with 
green foliage, before and after cooking, and the people then 
each took a piece of the foliage and laid it, with coconuts or 
any other food, upon the altars I am unable to offer any con¬ 
fident explanation of all this; but 1 draw attention to what is 
perhaps a possibility. Sexual association wth a species of 
animal suggests what Frazer called a sex totem*, but tor which 
term he afterwards proposed to substitute that of sex patron®. 
He gives Australian examples of cases in which the men and 
women had their separate sex patrons and of the hostility and 
trouble that arose between the sexes if one of them killed the 
patron of the other*. If we look at what Montiton tells us in 
the light of this Australian evidence, and assume that the 
w'omen of Takoto regarded, or had once regarded, the sea-eel 
as their sex patron, then we get a reasonable explanation of 
what he describes. The care of the men not to let the women 
see a sea-eel which they had caught might be based, not on 
hostility on the part of the woman to the eel, but on the fact 
that it was, or had in olden days been regarded as, their patron, 
and the undesirability, past or present, of their seeing its body 
killed by the men; and the object of the altar, which was 
evidently a permanent structure (not simply erected every time 
a woman died) and seems to have been spedally associated 
with women, and of the religious ceremony performed there 
prior to and after the eel-catching might be to propitiate the 
ghosts of the departed women for the w'rong tne men were 
proposing to do, and afterwards had done, to the patron of the 
female sex. I admit that this is wild speculation; but Montiton 
w'as, I think, a careful observer, w'hose statement is probably 
correct in substance, so there must be some explanation of what 
he describes, and 1 can think of no other. 1 may say as to the 
word ruahine that, according to Tregear’s dictionary, rmvMne 
or ruahine means in various parts of Polynesia, an old woman, 
and so w'ould, I think, be applicable to the female dead; and 

• Montiton, vol. vi, p. 366. • Frazer, T. and E. vol. i, p. 4. 

• Ibid. vol. til, p. 456; vol. IV, p. 173. 

• Ibid. vol. I, pp. 47 zfl. 
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curiously enough, in New Zealand Ruahine was, according to 
the dictionary, the name of the tutelary deity of eels. 

The French nussionanes say that certain fish were reserved 
for the king and nobles, and if a common man ate them his 
land w'ould be taken from him. The turtle was among those 
taboo fish, and when caught had to be brought to the king*. 
We have seen how the right to the head of a turtle was insist^ 
upon by the chief of the island of Takaroa and recognized, 
and Audran, in commenting on this, refers to the exclusive 
right of the chief of the marae to the head of a turtle, where it 
was offered to the god before being cut up and placed in the 
oven*. The kings had fish ponds in which were kept all turtles 
brought to them’ and certain other fish^ According to Mon- 
titon, the sacrifices at the marae were much more solemn than 
those of the ruahine, and the victims were usually turtle, 
dorados, bonitos, etc. The night and day before the sacrifice 
all those who were to take part in it had to observe continence, 
and everyone had to be fasting in order that the ceremony of 
sacrifice might be performed . He gives an account of the 
solemnities observed in catching and at the marae. The fisher- 
n^ who caught the fish took off the most brilliant scale and 
offered it to the god whose image w as on the prow of the canoe, 
designating and consecrating the victim with a song, which 
Montiton sets out in Paumotuan and translates. Then a messen¬ 
ger invested himself with certain decorative objects which 
iVlontiton describes, and on hearing his voice all the other 
warriors did so also, and assembled at the marae, where the 
victim was brought on a coconut leaf, surrounded with coco¬ 
nuts and other dishes*. In the case of a turtle they cut off the 
most brilliant part of its enamel to pay homage to the divinity 
in it, and placed this in the little tabernacle in the canoe, and 
then brought the animal ashore’. I must only sketch very 
shortly what took place at the marae, the chief actors being the 
high^ priest and the king. All the people placed themselves in 
specified positions in specified attitudes, and the king was in- 
T ceremonial objects. The king then invoked 

aU the gods—a long fist is given of these—and afterwards called 
upon all the family gods; these prayers are set out in Paumo¬ 
tuan, with translations by Montiton, who says they were 


* AJ*J^. wl. XIV, p. 146. 

• >1 vol. xiv, p. 3^6. 
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repeated several times during the sacrifice. At one stage of the 
proceedings the king made a libation of coconut water to the 
idol, and a sacred stone of oval shape bearing the effigy of the 
god was placed on the stomach of the victim ^ which was lying 
on its back [he is evidently referring here to the turtle]* Ulti¬ 
mately the entrails were removed from the turtle and cooked, 
one ^rtion going to the king which he divided and ate with 
his officers, and the rest going to the man who caught it and 
beinjg distributed by' him among the other people present. 
During the preliminary cooking, cutting to pieces, and final 
cooking of the turtle, the warriors sang various sacred hymns 
in an old l^guage, incomprehensible to the generation of 
Montiton's time, accompanied by the beating of the long drum. 
Finally the head was gi ven to the king, who ate it, and the man 
who had caught the turtle distributed the other parts among 
those present, who were regarded as sacred for the rest of the 
day . I have given what may appear to be needless particulars 
of all this in order to show the extreme solemnity associated 
with the catching, offering to the god, cooking 'and eating, 
of tiwties and, f imagine in a smaller degree, with that of 
certain special fish* Another sign of this may be seen in Seurat's 
statement that when there was a turtle on the reef, the god of 
the marae knew of it, and informed his priest, who commanded 
men to go and seek it^. 

Such little further information as I have been able to find 
concerning associations of animals with human or iegendary 
beings has to be gathered from stories. In one of these tales, 
dealing \vith various matters, vre find that the god Rii, a 
descendant of Tiki and Hina, was changed into a dog by Maui, 
who was jealous of the preference shown to Rii by a woman 
who was common to both of them, and after that Rii begat 
men and dogs successively®, I have found no statement that 
Rii was believed to be permanently incarnate in the dog* There 
was a tradition of some strangers arriving at Hao Island, in 
which it is said that the people of the island killed a dog, and 
took a portion of it to the travellers, who ate it; but when they 
afterwards learnt what they had eaten they were furious, the 
dog being, it was said, the venerated king of their tribe^. There 
was a story of a king of the island of Hao — a monster with four 
[ Ibid. pp. 378*^. Cf. Audnn, J.PjS. voI. xxvti, p. 135, 


* Seurat, JL vol, im, pi 477. 

» MoniUoni voJ. vi, p. 343. tt CaiUot, Mytha, p. 108. 

* Atidfim, voi, xm'ii, pp, 91 jj* Cf. Caillot, Mythet, p^ 38* 


288 


TOTEMISM 


eyes—who did not eat shark, the large ^met and tunny fish, 
and who worshipped the backbones of these animals as idols^! 

We have seen the Tahitian story of Tafa‘i, who was carried 
across the seas by his ancestor, a shark, and who afterwards, 
in hades, in defence of his cousin who accompanied him, 
threatened Ui, the gc^dess of hades, who had caught the 
cousin w'ith a hook, with the \VTath of the shark. There was a 
comparable tradition as to Tafa‘i in the Paumotu. His mother 
had been borne across the seas by tw’o sharks; he w*ent to the 
unden^'orld with a companion; Ui in hades caught the com¬ 
panion with a fish-hook; and he threatened her with the anger 
of the shark. Afterwards he and his companion were borne 
across the seas by two sharks. The story tells of a conversation 
between the sharks who proposed to eat the companion, who, 
they said, was only a man, and of Tafa’i telling them not to do 
so, as the companion had twice helped him when in critical 
positions*. Here again, as in Tahiti, we find the helpful attitude 
of the sharks towards their friend; and though there is no 
suggestion of ancestry, the sharks distinguished between Tafa‘i, 
whom they regarded as closely associated with them, and his 
friend who was a mere man, but ultimately, at his request, 
spared the friend. 

I have found no defimte statement pointing to Paumotuan 
beliefs as to the incarnation of the gods they worshipped, though 
there was a tradition in which the god Tu was identified with 
a large fish*. 


ROTUMA 


I have found no reference to any incarnation of Rahou, the 
prindpal god of Rotuma; a sea god of the island was repre- 
^nted by the turtle; and the hoang gods were usually incarnate 
in some animal, of w'hich the hammerheaded shark, the sand¬ 
piper, the gecko, the lizard and the sting-ray are given as 
examples. A man might freely kill any of these other than his 
ow n god; but the latter was taboo. If he had been unfortunate 
enough to kill his god accidentally he had to make a big feast, 
and cut off all his hair, and bury it, just as a man would be 
buri^^, thereby, I take it, sjmibolically offering himself as a 
Mcrifice. The French missionaries also speak of deified fish and 
birds, and refer to the deification of all the great chiefs*. 


• PP- >95 »q. 

* Gardiner,vol. xxvii, pp. 467 $q. 
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Mangeret says that nng doves (? pigeons ramiers) abounded in 
the island and were taboo». In one district, its god Vuna was 
m^nate m an owl*. Matusa [apparently a Rotuman villagcl 
had for Its god the sting-ray, which had its own prieste*. 
Acrording to Lesson, the Rotumans would not pennit the 
killing of a rat, or a fly, or a serpent; and he says that serpents 
were spi^ia^ly reverenced ^ In one place (apparenUy aiTad- 
jacent isl^d) there were two conical rocks, resembling works 
of art, bang shaped like gigantic sugar loaves, and called by 
the pwple the king and queen. These were looked upon as the 
presidmg deities or the island, and whenever people visited it 
they made oblations to the rocks of kava, meat, vegeubles etc.* 
and besmeared them plentifully with red turmeric, under the 
belief that, if they omitted to do so, the offended gods would 
rai^ a tempest and prevent them from leaving the island^ 

Rotuma offers examples of the idea that food taboo to 
ordmary p^ple might be eaten with impunity by a chief. Any 
turtle or shark caught belonged to the chief; and any other 
persori eating it without his leave would become sick and prob¬ 
ably die imless he was propitiated with a suitable gift® So also 

the shooting of a large species of rail called kale was taboo to 
all except the chiefs’. 

There are also illustrations of the practice for the totem god 
to *ow friendship and help to its worshipper. In the legend 
of Irahou, who appears to have been the most important of the 
dead chiefs of Rotuma, and who had made its first king and 
given its constitution and laws®, we are told how he was gmded 
m a can^ vovage from Samoa by ^vo small black and red 
birds, which flew over his head, and then, after many days 
beg^ to sing by w^ay of signal to him; whereupon he thr^ 
overboard a Basket of sand, which he had taken out with him 
tor the purpose, and immediately the island of Rotuma rose 
out of the sea, and Rahou and his canoe were on dry land* 
bo also It IS stated that an old man of the family of the priests 
of the sting-ray insisted that these creatures used to come round 
him on the rwf, ^d follow him about; and his tale was con¬ 
firmed by others . So again, Hocart was told of the spirit 
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animals of Rotuma that the animal was the tu'^uar^ of the atua; 
and that if a man died^ and his tu^uar was the tropic bird, this 
bird would tell things, and it woLild come to the house of its 
worshipper and tell him of someone who was going to die®. 
The god of Maftau [apparently a village of Rottun^ was in¬ 
carnate in the hammerheaded shark. It had a priest, termed 
an QpioiitUi who odiciated on all great occasions, and a priestess, 
called by the same name, whose business it was to cure sickness, 
and, indeed, to see to all minor troubles®* If the people were 
in trouble, or about to go to war, a big feast w^as held, and the 
best of everything—a root of kava, a pig, taro, yams, etc., and 
always a coconut leaf, w'ere placed in the sea for the god, ’ivhilst 
a handsome gift of uncooked food was given to its priests. The 
god then, t&ough the priest, spoke to the people, and its 
injunctions were followed*. As regards this question of help, 
Gardiner says that omens were carefully obscr\^ed and regarded, 
and that they always consisted of something connected with 
the pei^n’s and from w'hat we know of these omens in 

Samoa and elsewhere w'e may, 1 think, believe that the atua to 
which he refers was, or was seen in, an animal or object. 

The custom for a totem to appear as an omen of death to 
his friend may p<^ibly be seen in Hocart*s statement (quoted 
above) that the animal of a man*s atuct would come to his house 
and tell him that some one [my italics] was going to die. They 
had in one part of Rotuma some gods or spirits of a lower 
class, one incarnate in the reef eel, and another in a particular 
species of shark, the mere sight of w^hich w ould produce death* 
'I'here, opposite two rocks outside the reef, no lights might be 
shown at night, and all doors facing the sea had to be shut. 
No one, passing along, might have a lighted torch, for, if he 
did, he would surely hear the drums sounding, and die. On 
some nights also there w'as a fishy smell, earned by the cutting 
up by the god of some dead man for food. Some of these gods 
had a home under the sea, from which coconuts with only two 
eyes were occasionally washed up on the beach; touching or 
eating these coconuts would cause the offender to swell up and 
die®. A characteristic about these lower-class deities was that 
they did nothing but evil, and delighted in causing sickness 

“ That meana ihc vraficl'" (Man, 191^. N*. 75 . P* *30 woW; J ..4 J. vol. JCUl. 
p. 442), or. It 1 tnay call it, the inenmatton. 
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Md death*, pe behef that the aight of the animal broduced 
death mght be the equivalent of an idea that it was an omen 
of death; hut it is also possible that this evidence merely points 
10 bluets as to some very malicious gods. 

The idea of descent from a totem animal is possibly seen 
m the story of two sisters in a district who conceived in a 
miraculous way by a great god incarnate in the frigate bird 
m consequence of which the frigate bird was taboo to the 
people of the district*, though we are not told that these tteople 
believed themselves to be the offspring of these unions. Another 
Story was of two girls who fell into the sea and were changed 
into two tu^es, one red and the other white. These were 
t^ed eao; they lived in the deep crevices of the coral under 
the rock, ^d could be called up at any time by singing a song, 
which with a translation of it, is given’. This is a case of descent 

of a species of animal from a person who has been changed 
into that animal form. 

NIUE 

rhomson says that in the island of Niue traces of totemism 
were found m certain animals being sacred to the people of 
«rtM viDages; but adds that these animals, at any rate m late 
heathen times, were not regarded as incamationa of the tutelary 
god. As an ex^ple of this, he explains that though Laneaiki 
w^ the god of Alofi, the owl (iulu), which was laW) in that 
viHage, was not his incarnation*. I do not quite follow his 
reasoning; he should say whether or not this particular god 
A incarnation; and the owl, even if the tutelar 

god of me village had no incarnation, may have been that of 
^me o^er god worshipped largely in the village. According 
to tjmith, lidu (the owl) was semi-sacred in Niue, the people 
seeming rather to fear it, and objecting to catch it^ Tregear 
gives what was said to be a song so old that few, if any of the 
younger people could understand it. This song, in praise of 
1 angaroa, was m six sections or verses, and after each of these 
^me a chorus “ The turtle and the shark are sacred fish that 
dwell m the ocean. O Tangaroa from the far-off These 

two anim^ therefore probably possessed special sanctity in 
the past, Thomson sa>^ the small li2ard was sacred 

I , , * Hocart. Man. 1915, No. 75 n ito 
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throughout the island, and suggests that it was the original 
totem of the first castaways there^; but Smith says the natives 
did not seem to have the intense dread of it found among the 
Maori*. Sa-le-vao, a well-knowm Samoan god, was worshipped 
under the equivalent name of Ha-le-vao in Niue; and Smith 
says that this was the ancient symbolical name for the 
flying fox*. I have referred to the Tongan custom of catching 
pigeons with hand-nets, and to the fact that this method was 
said by Mariner to have died out to a great extent, and have 
suggested that there may have been some ceremonious sanctity 
or importance attaching to this sport, such as there was in 
Samoa, where also the custom had only si^ived in certain 
places. A similar question arises concerning Niue, where, 
according to Smith, the name lupe was that of the large wood 
pigeon—he distinguishes what he calls a dove by another name; 
he says that formerly [my italics] the lupe were caught by decoy 
birds and nets, this being an occupation or amu^ment of the 
chiefs, as it was in Samoa^. He also refers to this pigeon, the 
tropic bird, the flying fox, the crab, the PorphyTio bird and the 
rat, as each having not only its own ordinary name, but also 
what he calls its “symbolical” name, and he gives th^ latter 
names®. Smith docs not explain what he means by this; but I 
should imagine that the giving of what might be termed sym¬ 
bolical names to certain animals would point to beliefs as to 
their sanctity. One of these names, Ha-le-vao^ given to peka 
(the flying fox) w’as, as we have seen, the name of a Niuean 
god; but none of the others are names of gods known to me. 

FOTUNA 

I have found no actual reference to any incarnate gods in 
the island of Fotuna. There were certain lizards which inspired 
the people with horror, and which they dared not touch, 
although the animals were quite harmless*; and it may be that 
these w'ere regarded as goas, though we arc not told so. On 
the other hand, in one place people used to handle snakes two 
or three fathoms long, young people putting them round their 
necks’; and this confidence of the harmlessness of the snake 
may have been connected with some totemic idea. Turtles 
must, I think, have been sacred, for no one but the head chief 

* Thomson, SJ. pp. 93 sq, ‘ Smith,vol. xi, p. 105. 

’ IbiJ. vol. XII, p. 28. * Ibid. \x>l. xi, p. loi; cl. p. 217. 
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of the malo [victorious] party had a rig^ht to any of these animals 
caught off Ac coasts and in killing them some ceremony was 
required for the purpose, as we are told, of removing the taboo. 
There was a special place near the royal residence set apart for 
the killing; in this the fire for cooking them was prepared; and 
when all was ready the head chief or king donned his insignia 
of rank, the end of a coconut leaf pass^ round his neck, a 
piece of white tapa worn as a bracelet round his arm, and in 
his right hand a small strip of bamboo with which he struck 
each morsel of the turtle as it was presented to him^, A con¬ 
nection, in Fotuna, of the god Tangaroa with a creature that 
had a long tail is indicated by CaiHot's statement that the word 
tangaroa signified intestinal worm in a human body, and also 
a sea-worm^, 

UVEA 

In Uvea certain species of fish and most of the birds 
were regarded as sacred* The sanctity of some was extended 
to the whole island; but there were inierdictwris [my italics] 
which only extended to one village, and others limited to an 
individual^. This statement points to island, village and per¬ 
sonal totems or incarnate gods; and the reference to inter¬ 
dictions must be taken to imply that people did not eat their 
own sacred animal. There is another statement that, when a 
child was bom, it received a name which was never that of its 
father, but that of a bird, a fish, or some other selected term 
(fciute autre exf>yession choisie)^. 

TOKELAU 

The great god Tuitokelau, though generally regarded as 
living in the skies, w'as also seen in an iincarved stone; and 
beside this was another smaller stone of another god*. 

In the island of Fakaofo (Bowditch Island), of the Tokelau 
group, in addition to the generally recognised gods, of whom 
there were many,” certain animals were supposed to possess 
supernatural powers, and were called mtu. The feki (octopus) 
was the aitu of certain families* who always abstained from 
catching or eating it. The pusi (muraena) was another family 
aiiu*. It is said the sacred conger was worshipped by the king 

* Smith, y.jP.S, vol. i, pp, 401:^, 
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and people of this island; and in 1863 about eighty of the 
inhabitants were expelled from the island, some of them being 
killed, because they had eaten it^ When a priest was con¬ 
sulted as to the probable cause of a man's cieath, he would 
sometimes say that the man had eaten fish which was the 
incarnation of his family god^. 


ELLICE ISLANDS 

In the Nukulaelae islands of the Ellice group household gods 
were incarnate in certain birds and fishes, and no one dared to 
eat the incarnation of his god®. In Nukufetau and Nanomanga 
Islands household gods were incarnate in fishes^. In Nui 
they were incarnate in fishes and birds®. In Funafuti the 
flesh of the turtle was taboo to all except the king, and any 
captor had to bring it to the king immediately, and was 
heavily fined if he tasted it himself. When the king received 
the turtle it was laid on its back, with its head turned 
towards the door of the house, and the king, wrapped in fine 
mats, pronounced over it an incantation, the words of which 
are given by Hedley®. He then divided it between himself and 
his relationsMrs David says that there only men were allowed 
to kill, dress, cook and eat the turtle, and this was done with 
much ceremony and sinring®. There was a tradition there that 
the island was first inhabited by a porcupine, whose progeny 
became men and women*; this may have been an example of 
belief in descent from a totem; but the name of their principal 
god—Foilape—had nothing to do with the porcupine* 


TONGAREVA 

In Tongareva{Penrhyn Island) cuttle-fishes were worshipped; 
and though one or two natives were persuaded by the mission¬ 
aries to cat them, the others fully exp^ed to see the delinquents 
swell up to an enormous sbe and burst Turtles also might 
only be eaten by men“. Lament relates his experiences of a 
turtle feast, beginning with what occurred on the sea-shore, 
where the turtle had been placed lying on its back, and a 
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person whom he bcliev'^ed to be a chief, began, as it seemed, 
by gestures and shouting, to threaten an imaginary being at 
sea. He understood that the turt[e had in it a spirit which 
had been driven out of it by one of the priests, and the warrior 
was threatening it with vengeance if it tried to return. The 
turtle w'as then taken to the marae^ and after some ceremonies 
(not described by Lamont) it was beheaded and disembowelled, 
and was sacrihced to the gods on a fire prepared on an elevation 
of stones. Later on, not apparently m the marae^ the turtle 
was eaten, but, as I gather, the recipients were only a priest 
and two chiefs and Lamont himself. Lamont threw some bits 
to the two chiefs^ wives, but they fled in terror, shouting 
"f/tw e aiuaP* and the two chiefs held Lamont's hands and 
shook their heads gravely, repeating the same words, which, 
he says, were equivalent to taboo. After these ceremonies 
Lamont became a person of great importance, and from this 
time onwards he bore the title of This is another example 
of the ceremonies required for eating turtle; it is clear that they 
regarded the turtle as being, or being associated with, an aiua^ 
and apparently the admission of Lamont to share in the meal 
was a public recognition that he was a chief. 

Porpoises also might only be eaten by men, and it was 
thought that if a woman ate this food her children would have 
porpoise faces^. Lamont says that land-crabs and lobsters were 
keld in the greatest abhorrence by the natives because they ate 
filth®; this probably means that the people \vould not eat them, 
and the reason given may have been correct, but, according to 
Gill, the robber-crab and a species of land-crab called tupa 
were sacred *. He also says that conger-eels were sacred®; and 
Lamont says that his party^ had killw some white-spotted eels 
(pwe), and that one or two of the par^ who had been handling 
the eels, and were suspected of having eaten them, were not 
allowed to enter the houses of the natives for some time after-" 
wards*. 


MANAHIKI AND RAKAHANCA 

Among Gill's papers was found a note that the people of 
Manahiki and Rakahanga had many minor gods, such as fish, 
for a certain class of people would not cat shark, turtle, te-umu- 
tangaroaf maratioa^ neue^ /o/rrra, put (sea-snake) or hour a (cray- 

^ Lamont, pp. iSSif?. ^ Gill, yoUjVr^j, p. J47. ' Lamont, p. i^P. 
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fish); and some would not eat birds, such as the kotoa or the 
haveu}. The first part of this statement mi^ht point merely to 
a class distinction, but, taking this in conjunction with what 
follow’s, I am inclined to think that different groups of people 
had their own food taboos. A Rakahangan account of the 
flood attributes it to the king Taoiau^ w’ho was incensed 
against his people for not bringing him the sacred turtle, and 
thereupon prayed the sea gods to rise up*; so evidently this 
animal w'as regarded as sacred and the property of kings. 

EASTER ISLAND 

I do not propose to introduce into this chapter the con¬ 
sideration of imitative designs of animals and objects found 
in Easter Island, this involving matters other than that of 
totemism. I shall confine myself to statements touching the 
animals themselves. The bird, the obtaining of whose eggs 
was the nruun feature of the great annual ceremony to whicff I 
have alread)^ referred, was the manu-tara, w’hich Mrs Routledge 
identifies with the sooty tern*. Mrs Routledge was told that 
Ngaara, the great chief of the important Mini group, never 
ate rats, and once, when he saw’ a Mini man watching rats 
being cooked, he was extremely angry, for if the man had 
eaten them his power of producing chickens would have 
diminished, presumably, she adds, because he would have 
imbibed ratty nature, which was disastrous to eggs and young 
chickens*. I may say, in explanation of this, that the Miru 
people were credited with a sup>ematural power of increasing 
all food supplies, especially that of chickens*. Mrs Routledge’s 
suggested explanation may w'ell be absolutely correct, in which 
case no question of totemism comes in; but, on the other hand, 
it is possible that the rat had some totemic relationship w’ith 
the Miru people or the family of their head chiefs. Mrs Rout¬ 
ledge also tells a legend of a man who had eaten a big fieke^ 
which, she says, seems to have been an octopus (which no 
doubt it was), and w’ho went mad in consequence®. This mav 
have been a tradition of the eating of a totem god; but as I 
do not know the probable ph\’sicai consequences of eating an 
octopus, I am unable to say how far a simpler explanation is 
possible. Palmer refers to a god whose name meant “ the place 

* Gill** paper*,vol. xxiv.p. 150. • Gill, p. 38. 

* Mr* Routledge, p. 258. • Ibid. p. 242. • Ibid, p. 240. • Ibid. p. 238. 


EASTER ISLAND; TIKOPIA 297 

of the great centipede According to Geiseler, the people did 
not catch turtles*. Thomson says they were plentiful and 
“highly esteemed/* and at a certain season a watch for them 
was constantly maintained on the sand beach*. He refers to 
two round towers built on the cliffs for the purpose of observing 
the movements of the txirtles, each tower being in the neigh¬ 
bourhood of tombs of the dead. Near one of these towers 
there were numerous, more or less circular, artificially ex¬ 
cavated depressions on the ledges of the volcanic rock, these 
depressions averaging 3 ft. in diameter and 2 ft. in depth, 
which he thought must be live-boxes for preservation of fish, 
though he could get no information on the matter. The natives 
believed that any one who walked over these rocks would be 
afflicted with sore feet, and warned Thomson’s people of this 
several times I think we must believe from this that the turtle 
may have been eaten, and the circular holes in the rocks may 
well have been intended for preserving them, and perhaps some 
sacred hsh, alive; the belief as to sore feet seems to point to an 
idea that the rocks where these turtles were kept were taboo. 

In a story told by Mrs Routledge an old woman is said to 
have turned herself into, or in some way to have been, a crab, 
but we do not know whether she aftenvards assumed human 
form again®. 

TIKOPIA 

I must commence the consideration of Tikopia by referring 
to what has appeared in a previous chapter. We have seen 
that Gaimard (quoted by d’Urville) said that in 1828 the island 
contained four villages, Lavenha, Namo, Outa and Faea, and 
that there were four principal chiefs, Kafeka (chief of Lavenha), 
Tafoua (chief of Namo), Fanharere (chiefdom not stated) and 
Taoumako (chiefdom not stated). Then, according to the recent 
investigation by Rivers, the people of the island were divided 
into four divisions, called resp>ectively the Kahka, the Taumako, 
the Tafua and the Fangarere, each of these groups having its 
owTi district (though apparently, according to information ob¬ 
tained elsewhere, the groups were geo^phically mixed) and 
its own chief, called by the name of his group. I attacn but 
little importance to certain differences in names of districts or 
villages, to which I have already drawn attention, and inter- 

* Palme r. N^. vol. i, p. 372. * Geiseler, p. 5. 

■ W. J. Thoimon, p. 458. * Ibid. pp. ^4, 486. 

* Mn Routledge, pp. 237 sq. 


298 TOTEMISM 

mi^re of groups is found more or less all over Polynesia. The 
point to which I draw attention is that, assuming that chiefs 
were ^led by the names of their respective groups—^which 
again is a common practice, at all events in parts of Polynesia 
—the n^es of the four groups g^ven by Gaimard and Rivers 
are, subject to little differences in spelling, identical; so we 
have a good foundation upon which to base our consideration 
of the group distribution of worship. 

Rivers obtained his information as to the incarnate atua of 
these four groups from two separate sources. According to 
one of the^, each of the four divisions had associated with it 
certain animals or plants called atua^ a word also used for 
spccstors, and while most of these atua belonged to special 
divisions, some were common to the whole commimity. The 
Kahka had as atua the feke or octopus, which they might not 
eat, a prohibition shared by them with the whole population, 
though the animal w'as regarded as especially sacred to the 
Kahka. They also had as an atua the kape^ a plant resembling 
taro, and this might not be eaten by themselves, w'hilst it was 
free to the other prople. The Taumako might not eat the take 
or sea-eel and a^ pi|;eon called rupe^j both prohibitions being 
limited to this division. The Tafua might eat neither the tuna 
(fresh-water eel), the flying fox (peka) nor the turtle (Jonu), 
The first resuiction was limited to the Tafiia, but the flying 
fox wasprohibited to all though regarded as espiccially saerra 
to the Tafua. It seemed clear that the turtle once occupied 
the same position and was eaten by none of the people, but 
recently the common people of divisions other than the Tafua 
had begun to cat it, though the chiefs still abstained; this 
departure from the old custom was. Rivers thinks, perhaps 
quite recent. The Fangarere did not eat a fish called one or 
onu znd a small black bird called moko^ these prohibitions being 
limited to this division. No one might eat the sting-ray and it 
did not appear to be sacred to any one division. A person who 
might not eat an animal might also not kill it; if for instance 
one of the Fangarere caught an one fish he would usually throw 
it back, but he might sometimes give it to a member of another 
division. On ^e other hand. Rivers was told that if a man of 
one division killed the sacred animal of another he would fall 
sick, and would send for a man of the division to which the 
animal belonged, who would make him well by calling on his 

* This is the same as type, meaning a pigeon, or a special sort of pigeon. 
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ataa^ This apparent contradiction ■was, Rivers thought, prob¬ 
ably due to his informant having in mind in the latter case 
those animals which were regarded as more or less sacred to 
the whole community, and in accordance with this, it was said 
that if anyone killed a flying fox the coconut trees would cease 
to bear, while if the fresb*water eel sacred to the Tafua were 
killed, the spring supplying the pool where it lived would 
become dJ:y^ It was clear that these animals had collectively 
the same name as ancestors and were regarded as such, but the 
descent was from men who had turned into animals rather 
than from the animals themselves. The Kaflka and Taumako 
believed in their descent from men who had turned after death 
into an octopus in the one case and an eel in the other. The 
Tafua believed in their descent from a man \vho became a 
flying fox, but had the tradition that a second man of their 
division became after death a fresh-water eeh Similarly, two 
men of the Fangarere changed, one to the one fish and the 
other to the moSo bird. In addition to the prohibitions con¬ 
nected with these three of the divisions were prohibited 
from eating certain plants, the yam, the taro and the coconut, 
and these were also called When the people went for 

Journeys in their canoes they threw food as an offering into the 
sea continually j but it wras said that these offerings were made 
to ancestral atua which entered into fish, especially the shark 
and the orte^. 

The following is the information obtained by Rivers from 
the other source, to which I have referred. He was told that 
they were the altta of the chiefs; but thinks that probably most 
of them also belonged to all the members of each division. 

The aim of the Kaiika were: Te Hrtn^o (a very large black 
sting*ray, so large that one was said to have been known to 
catch a man); te kuka and te panoko (two smalt fish); the 
crocodile (sm^l specimens sometimes finding their way to 
Tikopiah 

On tne arrival of the missionary ship Souihem Cross off 
Tikopia in 1910, a canoe belonging to the chief of the Taumako 
kept too dose to the steamer and was overturned. The people 
some way off saw the accident and saw at the same time a 
huge blai± sting-ray* They shouted, " Look! Kahka is coming 
here.” Then they threw four coconuts into the sea and the 
sting-ray went away. 

^ Riven, vol. i, pp. 303 iq. 
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The atua of the Tafua were: A very large eel of the lake 
called “ Te atua Tafua ”; the ceremony of installing the 
present (1910) chief of the Tafua division took place in the 
sacred place of Tikopia beside the lake when the new chief 
made offerings to the eel; a large eel of the sea; te peka (the 
flying fox); te vai (a sting-ray); a kind of taro which was eaten 
by anyone, but the Tafua chief might not look at it, and when 
goii^ past it he would turn aside his head; the sword-fish 
(garfish?); the chief and his eldest son might not eat it, but 
his voun^r children might do so. The distinctive decoration 
of the chief was the leaf of te katafa^ a sort of palm, twisted 
and worn around the neck. 

The following were atua of the Taumako: Te peka (the 
flying fox); te riringo (a red sting-ray); a white eel of the sea; 
a black sea-eel; te pupumatao (a long fish, the Mota utu ); te 
raparapa (a small fish, the Mota garegare); te rupe (pigeon); 
te karat (a rail, the Mota matika). 

Rivers refers to an occasion in 1910 when the Southern Cross, 
with the Bishop on board, was expected to arrive. The sea was 
rough, so the Taumako chief made offering of kava and food 
to the red sting-ray and black sea-eel that they might take care 
of the Bishop and his ship. Separate packets of food were 
prepared for each of these two atua, and held up, first one and 
aftenvards the other, by the chief, as he prayed to the god. 

The atua of the Fan were were: Te fono (the turtle); te 
varovo (a long fish, the Mota oneY, te tafora (the porpoise?); 
te punapu (a black fish wth a red tail); te iofa (a fish with a 
large head which moves like a flying fox flapping). It was a 
very important atua. Whenever the chief wished to invoke its 
help he laid down a piece of bark-cloth on the floor of one side 
of the house, this cloth being s^ken of as the property of the 
atua. It remained there for five daj's and the chief made 
offerings of food to the atua. After the five days were passed 
the chief hung the cloth up again. There were several (about 
ten) pieces of bark-cloth hanging in the house. Sometimes the 
chief smeared one unth red turmeric and sometimes he used 
only the plain cloth. The offering was made to induce the atua 
to riv'e back the health of a sick man whose life was supposed 
to have been taken away*. 

I am not, speaking generally, dealing with possible plant 
totems at present; I draw attention, however, to a statement 

' Rivera, HMS. vol. i, pp. 334-S. 
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by Rivers tliat all yams were sacred to the Kafika^ but that it 
was the top of the yam that was specially regarded as an ; 
as this may be another case of a split totem* 

Gaimard, having stated that some, if not all, of the people 
adopted a ^d selected from the animajs^, gties on to say that 
each chief had his own god, and he gives the names of these 
cliiefsj Kafeka, Taoun^ako, Tafoua and Fanhar^r^®* The god 
of Kafeka was a fish, the name of which was not ascertained. 
Taoumako's god was the muraena or sea-eel. Tafoua^s god was 
a dogfish seems to have several meanings—do^sh,sea 

dog, large bat), to which is added,in parentheses, chatwe-souns^ a 
bat (which might w^ell refer to a flying fox)* The god of Fanharer^ 
was "the god of the sky, called atuu only Gaimard also says 
that tlierc were certain fish atua^ which pricked the feet of their 
worshippers when they went into the water of the reef for 
shellfish^; and, speaking of the sea-eel, he tells us that when 
the natives saw' one of these lying on board the French ship, 
they dispersed in religious terror, and adds that English sailors 
spoke or it as being one of the island gods to whom the greatest 
reverence was paid*. 


ONGTONG JAVA 

Parkinson tells us of a class of spirits recognized by the 
people of Ongtong Java as d’vvelling in the sea or in the air, on 
the coral reef or on special islands, and called collectively 
kipuGf those dw'elling m the sea having their servants, the 
keagai. Among these kipua was Peave wiio, with his w’ife and 
son and daughter, lived in the bed of the ocean, and the keagai 
were intermediaries between them and the living* On an in¬ 
vocation being reported by a keagai to Peave he sent his two 
children, in the forms of dolphins, to ascertain if the petitioners 
were accompanying their request with the necessary' dances and 
festivities; and if satisfied with the report brought back to him 
he sent the islanders fish m plenty* If the report was not 
favourable, he sent storm floods instead* Another Mptta was 
Rehu, who lived in the coral reef; he w'as instigated by the 
souls of the dead to punish those of their relations with whom 
they were angry, which he did by sending a shark to eat them 
up. Another kipua was named Kui, who was in the form of 

’ ibid. p. 317. * O'Urville, vol. v* p. J04. ■ /Ajjrf, p. 307. 

* Ibid. * Ibid, p, 313. *- Ibid^ pp. iig tq. 
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a bird, and lived on one of the islets* When a conrunon man 
(/^ago h^gua) died his soul went to Km and implored him to 
kill a certain sea-gull (Aeuif)* If he granted this request he 
bound the talons («r) of the dead bird on the head of the soul, 
and such souls were thenceforth able to visit the various islands 
of the group in the form of birds* Certain men and women 
possessed the gift of recognizing the souls of the dead flying 
about in bird form, and they were called kau le iku^, Parkinson 
^ys that on the death of a maktuty or one of those equal to him 
in rank, one of the features of the funeral rites was for the 
widow^s of the deceased man, after the burial, to cover their 
heads with a plaited construction of coconut leaves, go to the 
shore, and wander about there from sunrise to sunset until 
they saw a shoal of dolphins coming; then only w'ere they 
allowed to live in daytime in their huts. Whilst the women 
were wandering men avoided meeting them, and the women 
at nightfall had to go noiselessly to their huts, beginning their 
wanderings again at sunrise^* I gather that the makua class 
came after that of the highest chief and his relations and the 
riests were regarded as being of equal rank with themI 
nd no reference to the sancti^ of turtles, but here, as in other 
islands, they were kept in special pools, and there was a practice 
of removing plates of shell from them, though there is no 
indication that this was done, as in the Paumotu, for ceremonial 
purposes *. 

DUFF ISLANDS 

In Tauij^o, of the Duff group, the people w^ere, according 
to information received from tw'o men of the island, apparently 
divided into clans, named after fish* For instance, one of these 
men belonged to the shark [pakeiu^a) clan, and its members 
were forbidden to kill or cat a shark; the other of them belonged 
to the ray (? alah) clan* There w'ere also a turtle (Jonu) dan, 
and the dan of a long fish {takua). f imagine that the food 
taboo referred to concerning the shark clan applied to the 
other dang and their respective ^mals, though this is not 
stated. None of the dans might kill or eat the fowl 
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NEW HEBRIDES ISLANDS 

There was a Futuxian custonij referred to by Gunn, of 
honouring their dead in mourning songs by calling them by 
the names of certain things highly esteemed, such as the ^est 
yams or supr-cane (not common yams), foreign fish-hooks 
(not the inferior native forms), a feathery' plume (ne^-er an 
ordinary comb), the name of a dove—^the bird of the chi^s— 
and other birds. This figurative mode of expression seems to 
have prevailed, though less markedly, in Aneiteum alsoL I 
draw attention to the statement above that the “ dove” was the 
bird of the chiefs. We are not told that this was any specific 
form of pigeon, but we may compare the statement with what 
we have seen in Samoa and elsewhere. In Aniwa the god 
Matshiktshike—believed to have fished up the island—w'aa seen 
in the sea-serpent, and the people lived in abject terror of bis 
influence, and directed their worship towards propitiating himf 
Where there were no snakes they applied the superstition about 
the serpent to a large black poisonous lizard called kekvau^ and 
the natives of several of the islands had the form of a lizard, as 
also of the snake and a bird, cut deep into the flesh of their 
arms^. In Futima Gunn’s children killed a sea-snake and 
brought it to tlie mission-house, and on seeing it the natives 
yelled and fled outside the house^. In Aniwa the turtle was 
redded as chiefs food, and only men might cook 

We find forms of the story of the cutting off of an eefs head, 
and of its growing into or producing a coconut tree, in both 
Aniwa and fanna. In the former island it was Tangaroa whose 
head was cut off, but he was identified with a gigantic eel or 
sea-snake®. In Tanna also it was Tangaroa; and here also he 
appears to have been redded as of eel or snake-like form, and 
at all events he had a tail which he wagged^* 


' Gurm, p. ijg* * Paion, p. 157, 
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CHAPTER XXII 

TOTEMISM (CoNTmuEu) 

SPIRITS OF THE DEAD BECOMING 
OR ENTERING INTO ANIMALS 

1 HAVE been d^ing up to this point with beliefs and 
practices concerning animals and other objects, more especi¬ 
ally in connection with their association with the gods ; and I 
have ^so introduced eWdence as to these animals and objects 
in which no mention is made of such an association. I now 
propose to refer to some statements as to Polynesian beliefs 
that after a man's death his spirit sometimes either adopted an 
animal or other form or entered into an animal or object. I shall 
not refer again to the beliefs, reported from some of the 
islands,^ as to living people who had turned or been changed 
into animals; but these cases approach closely to the idea we 
are going to consider, and probably the underlying conception 
was the same or nearly so. 

Von Bulow says that in Samoa the spirit of a dead man 
coidd appear on earth as an aitu in any form it liked—animate 
or inanimate—ntan, animal, plant, stone. If a living Samoan 
re^gnized the spirit of his ancestor in a living thing or in¬ 
animate object it was reverenced as a tuptta^a. family, clan or 
nationa] god^. He tells a storj' of one of the Malietoa, a great 
fisherman, w^ho one day found in his nets no fish, but onfy an 
owl, w'hich he set free. The same thing happened twice again^ 
so he regarded it as the spirit of his ancestors—i.e. the family 
aitu; he took it home, extensive food offerings were made to it 
and he made the owl hb iupua or god^. According to Turner! 
on the beach, near where a person had been drowmed, his 
body being supposed to have become a porpoise, or on the 
battie-fielo, where a man had fallen, a group of five or six 
people would sit, one of them being a little in front of the 
others, and having a sheet of native cloth spread out on the 
ground before him. He w'ould pray to a family god that they 
might obtain the spirit of the dead man, and the first thing 

^ Von Bciicw, Globoi, vol. LXViii* p. 367. J fttd, p. 365. 
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that alighted upon the sheet was supposed to be the spirit. If 
not^g came it was supposed that the spirit had some ill-will 
to the person praying, so one of the others tried. Ey-and-by 
something came—a grasshopper, butterfly, ant, or something 
else—and it was wrapped up in the doth, and the bundle was 
buned with all ceremony, as if it contained the real spirit of 
the departed L Stair says nothing about the case of the drowned 
the porpoise, and only refers to that of a man who 
had died a violent death, and the haunting by whose disembodied 
spmt a source of fear* He says it was an ant or some other 
insect that would crawl upon the cloth, and that it was buried 
along With the corpse of the dead man, and was supposed to 
have received his spirit, so that there was no more cause for 
f^r“. Kr^er refers to the practice of wrapping up in tapa 
the little animals into which the souls of the dead were sup¬ 
posed to have passed^; his description of the ceremony con- 
nected with a man who had died a violent death is somewhat 
similar to those given above, tbe animals mentioned by him 
being some animal, grasshopper, cockchafer, ant, etc*, and he 
says the animal was supposed to have been entered by the soul 
of the dead man^* Ella al^, in referring to the custom, says 
that It was the first “reptile, insect, or other creature“ that 
crawled on to the cloth that was buried, and that they thought 
the spirit had appeared in that animal form** According to 
Stevenson, the spirits of the dead—^apparently only or mainly 
those that had not been buried—haunted the place where they 
fell, appearing in the shapes of pigs, birds, or insects®, Steven¬ 
son refers to a recent war, in which many fell in the bush, and 
their bodies, sometimes headless, had been brought back and 
buried. This, however, was not enough, and the spirits still 
lingered; hut w'hen peace was made the kinswomen of the dead 
went to the places where the struggle had taken place, carrying 
w'lth them mats or sheets* They spread the sheet on the ground 
where a w^arrior had fallen and watched it. If any liWng thing 
alighted on the sheet, it was twice brushed away; but if it came 
a third time, it was known to be the spirit of the dead man 
and was folded in the .sheet, carried home, and buried with 
the body. It was believed that then the spirit rested 


' Turner, pp. 1501^. 
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In Tonga it was, as we have seen, believed that the spirits 
of the dead re\isitcd the earth as birds, fish, etc.; and the 
tropic-bird, kingfisher and sea-gull, and the sea-eel, shark and 
w'hale were all sacred in consequence of this belief. 

In the island of Ra'iatea, of the Society group, there was a 
belief that the souls of the dead buried there were, at a sub¬ 
sequent stage of their existence, converted into cockroaches^; 
but it is not said that they ever appeared on earth in that form. 
According to Moerenhout, the souls of children, killed at birth, 
were believed in Tahiti to appear in the form of grasshoppers 
(sauterelles)^. He also says the people believed that a man’s 
spirit often returned to earth in the body of the animal he had 
reverenced in life, appearing near the places where he had 
lived; mothers of children who had died often approached 
such animals with tenderness, spoke to them, fed them, invited 
them to come often, and wept on letting them go. If the man 
fell ill, the approach of this animal was an omen of death®. 
There is a record of the first half of the last century of a chief 
who had been drowmed; shortly aftenvards a shark appeared 
on the spot, and subsequently it was continually about the 
place. The people asserted that it was their dro\\Tied chief, and 
held it in fear and veneration^. 

In Mangaia—and possibly in other islands of the Hervey 
group—it \vas believed that the spirits of the dead assumed 
temporarily, and for specific purposes, the forms of insects, 
birds, fish, clouds, etc.® In Mangaia the chirp of a kind of 
cricket, rarely seen, but continually heard at night, \yas believed 
to be the voice of the warriors slain in battle, calling to their 
friends®; and in the neighbourhood of the burial chasm of 
Auraka, in that island, there were quantities of a species of red 
fly, found nowhere else on the island, covering the rocks and 
bushes, and these were regarded as the guardians of the cave 
and of the dead’. There is no suggestion that they thought 
that these flies were or had been entered by the souls of the 
dead, but it is possible that this was so. 

It w’as believed in the Marquesas—I do not know in which 
of the islands—that the souls of the priests did not go to 
A\'aiki, but ascended to the sky. Each soul rose in the form 
of a large night-moth, and increased in size till it became a 

* Tyerman, vol. i, p. 512. * Moerenhout, vol. i, p. 454. 

■ Ibid. p. 457. * Rovings, vol. i, p. 228. 

‘ GUI, 5 .PJV.G. p. 26. • GUI, Afyths, p. 162. 

* GUI, L.SJ. p. 79. 


SPIRITS OF THE DEAD AND ANIMALS 307 

l^ge bird. A lad who killed one of these night-moths would 
be rebuked for killing the god. Crickets were often recognized 
as being the souls of other d^d people. A person hearing its 
chirping would interrogate it as to whether it was a dead 
brother, husband, etcJ There appear to have been beliefs in 
Nukuhiva that the whale (paaoa) and the ray (mo/io) had been 
human beinij^-; and the ideas of the people are illustrated by a 
legend of a M^qu^n girl who became pregnant by a Tahitian 
cmef, whom she afterwards discovered to be a rat, and whom 
she ^erefore believed to be a spirit returned from the dead*. 

1 here w'as a Paumotuan belief that many of the souls of the 
dead escai^d the fate that lay before them by hiding in the 
bodies of bir^; people hearing the cries at m*ght of certain 
birds were frightened, because they thought the birds were 
returning spints*. 

Hocart Mys it was believed in Rotuma that the souls of the 
dead might reappear in the forms of either men or animals®. 
He also refers to some stories about a/wa—which, he says 
means in Rotuma a dead man—of whom one called Kure* 
was said to have been a man who had died long ago. Without 
repeating the tales I n^y say that in one of them Kure was 
present inside a pig at a feast, and it is said that he could 
turn himself into a snake or a fish; another story is of a great 
atua Ravak, by whom two sisters had miraculous conceptions 
and one of the sons became, or entered into, a frigate bird* ' 

In Niue soon after a man’s death a mat was spread on the 
ground near the body, and the first thing that alighted on it— 
^ insert, lizard, etc.—was believed to be the spirit of the 
departed, and it w^as wrapped up, taken away and buried^. 

In Fotuna (Hoime Island) the belief as to the soul of a man 
w ho had fallen in battle was that the first creature that alighted 
on a mat laid out for the purpose had in it the soul of the 
departed, and the burial of the mat with the creature in it 
n^ the corpse, was the same as in Samoa; in this case the 
^imal 18 spoken of as an insect or reptile; but they included in 
their belief any bird which flew over the mat and whose shadow 
fell upon It*. 

» Von den Steinen, F.GJf. vol. xxv, p. 406. 

I rT?* ”• P; *33. • Ibid. p. 227, 

hydro, vol. xxi, p. 181. Cf. Arbouwet, p. a8o. 

T Vp"S‘ 5* P- No.^s, p ,30. 
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Lister says (1889) that in Fakaofu, of the Tokelau group, 
they had no idea of transmigration into animal bodies^. 

In Easter Island there was a legend of a leader chief named 
Tu-ku-i-u who at his death vanished from earth in the shape 
of a butterfly; and it is said that even now (1868) this insect is 
shouted after by children by that name*. 

Rivers tells us that in Tifcopia, whilst their animal atua had 
collectively the same name as ancestors, and were regarded as 
such, the descent was from men who had turned into animals, 
rather than from the animals themselves*. 

We have seen that in Ongtong Java the spirit of a common 
man who had died would, if it was successful in its appeal to 
the great spirit, be able to revisit the island in the form of a 
bird, and that some people could recognize the souls of the 
dead in birds; and the practice, to which I have referred, for 
the widows of a dead man to wander about the shore until they 
saw ashoal of dolphins may have had some connection associating 
the spirit of the dead man with the dolphins. It might be, for 
instance, that they thought the spirits of the dead entered into 
dolphins, and that the idea was that the shoal came to fetch 
that of the man who had just died. 

1 draw attention to a few features in the Samoan evidence, 
though they have no obvious bearing upon the point specially 
under consideration. One of these is von Biilow^s state¬ 
ment that the fisherman recognized the owl as the “spirit 
of his ancestors,” which is not (juite the same as the incarnation 
of any one of them; another is the fact that it was only the 
third owl caught that he recognized as being this spirit, which 
may be compared with Stevenson’s account of the cloth cere¬ 
mony at which it was only the third appearance of a creature 
that caused it to be recognized; another is Turner’s statement 
that the drowned man’s body was supposed to have become 
a porpoise, whilst his spirit was in the little creature that 
alighted on the mat. 

OBSERVATIONS 

A number of the beliefs, customs and practices referred to 
in this and the preceding chapters are the same as, or similar to, 
those which we find associated with true totemism. The evidence 
discloses beliefs as to descent from the sacred object, and in 

> LUtcr, 7 w 47 . vol. xxi, p. 51. 

• Palmer,vol. XL, pp. i8o sq. Cf.Palmer,N.S. vol. i, p. 375. 

• Rivers, vol. l, p. 304. 
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some cases human beings were supposed to have been derived 
from the object in some other way. There are examples of 
women giving buth to animals and of the latter having had a 
human origin in another way. There are numerous examples 
of a man’s unwillingness to eat, or even kill, his sacred ob¬ 
ject, though other persons, to whom it was not sacred, would 
not hesitate at doing so; but in some cases this restriction 
did not apply to certain classes, or it could be removed by a 
previous act. There are many illustrations of the friendly, and 
often helpful attitude of the object towards the people to whom 
it was sacred. And finally we have evidence of its acting as an 
omen or forewamcr of death. 

As already intimated, I do not propose to enter in this book 
into the discussion of the probable connection between the 
id^ of a god incarnate or immanent in some animal or other 
object and a true totem; but it can hardly be doubted that, 
whatever that connection may have been, the beliefs and prac¬ 
tices of the Polynesians with reference to those gods, as repre¬ 
sented by the animals or other objects with which they were 
associated, must have had its origin in totemism, or in ideas 
similar to those upon which totemism has probably been based. 

In referring to Polynesian beliefs as to descent from the 
totem (I am still using this term for shortness without reference 
to the question of the relationship to totemism of the Poly¬ 
nesian system) I have confined myself to statements referring 
to the animals themselves, and this was, I think, a necessary 
precaution. Many of the kings and chiefs of Polynesia claimed 
direct descent from gods, and in a number of cases these gods 
had their recognized incarnations, or animals or objects with 
which they were specially associated; and belief in descent 
from an incarnate god may well in some cases have been based 
on that of descent from the incarnation; but this would not 
nece^arily be so. The claim may have been, and I think probably 
was in m^y cases, that of descent from the god as a deity, or 
from a deified man, and not from the animal in which he was 
believed to be incarnate, even though the animal also might 
often be identified in a way with the god as their ancestor. 

VVe have seen that in some cases the food taboos were 
limited in the sense that certain |>ersons were more or less 
exempt from them, or they could apparently be removed by 
pre\nously offering the tabooed food or part of it to a god. 
These limited taboos are reported from nearly all the islands; 
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but the character of the limitation is not always the same. 
I propose, for the purpose of considering this matter, to sum¬ 
marize, very shortly, the evidence that bears on it, taking first 
that which points to special ceremonies, and then the statements 
as to the limitation, or partial limitation, of the taboos so as 
to exclude certain j>ersons and references to the making of offer¬ 
ings to the gods, the ceremonious character of these offerings, 
or the absence of special rites, not always being disclosed. 

The evidence as to the ceremonies performed in some of 
the islands in connection with the catching, killing and eating 
of the flesh of certain animals suggests in itself that they must 
have been regarded as very sacred. It will be notic^ that 
apparently the need for these ceremonies was in each case wide¬ 
spread, and not merely local among relatively small groups of 
people to whom alone the animals might have been sacred 
and that, being performed only with reference to these specific 
animals, the ceremonies p>oint to something more than mere 
offerings of food to the gtxls at meal times, such as were com¬ 
mon in Polynesia. In Samoa the first catching of a shark was 
follow'cd by a certain amount of ceremony, and sometimes 
there was a feast. In the Society Islands turtles, w'hen caught, 
were taken to the mar at ^ where they were cooked and eaten, a 
portion being offered to the god. We have a description of a 
ceremony in Nukuhiva of the Marquesan group, prior to the 
catching of turtle, the place in which it was performed being 
taboo, and the king being taboo during its continuance. In 
the Paumotu the catching of turtle and certain sorts of fish 
was attended W'ith ceremony, and we have an account of the 
somewhat elaborate rites afterwards performed at the marae in 
connection with the cooking of a turtle, when the most brilliant 
part of the shell was apparently offered to the god. In Fotuna 
ceremony attended the killing, cooking and cutting up of a 
turtle, for the purpose, we are told, of removing its taboo. In 
Funafuti, of the Ellice group, the king, after receiving a turtle, 
pronounced an incantation over it. We are told of a ceremony 
witnessed in Tongareva immediately after a captured turtle 
was brought ashore, and further ceremonies which afterw'ards 
attended its preparation, cooking and sacrifice to the gods at 
the marae. 

* I do not mean by this that ■ ceremony reported in an ialand group must be 
assumed to have been customary in every island of the group; nor is it likdy that 
i t would be so—say in such a widely scattered group aa the Paumotu. 
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Referring to the rights and privileges of chiefs, and the duty 
of making offerings to gods, the statements made are sometimes 
confusing, and even inconsistent; but I will quote thein as 
actually made. In Samoa the first shark caught was carried to 
the chief, who divided it up, though we are not told who w ere 
the people that receivedL portions* The best portions of tunie, 
shark, the large iilua fish and river-eel, all of which w'ere re¬ 
garded as sacred, were due to the superhuman great chiefs, the 
head being the king’s part, and other parts being given to the 
orators and the tamafafinef or, in the case of the river-eel, we are 
told that the king took the tail, and that any people might eat 
the rest; the heart and liver of a pig was on one reported 
occasion given to the chiefs, the rest being divided among other 
people according to their relative rank; we are told that the 
chief received the prime part of a pig; w^e are told of the 
severe punishment inflicted on a fanuly for not bringing a 
shark to the chief; ev^en a converted family were afraid of eating 
their own feathered deity without offering somethmg to their 
own god. In Tonga the general body of the people dare not 
eat turtle, but apparently the chiefs might do so, the belief 
being that they were godlike themselves; and there were certain 
foods, including turtle and a species of fish, which none might 
eat without first giring a portion to the gods; so also chiefs 
had to be given portions of any turtle and of certain rare fish 
that might be caught; and we are told that none but a great 
chief or friend of the gods might eat turtle; in a district w^ere 
the fiying fox was w'orshipped only one or tw'o great chiefs 
might shoot it. In the Society Islands turtles might only be 
eaten by kings and principal chiefs, or, according to one account, 
even the relatives of the royal family w^ere not allowed to do so; 
a part w^as alwaj^s offered to the god; and even the king and 
his family would have supernaturd punishment if they did not 
first offer a portion to the idol. In Rarotonga the ariki had the 
right to all turtles and sharks caught, and, apparently, some 
sorts of fish; a portion of every turtle caught had to be offered 
to the gods, and only the king and principal chiefs might eat 
the rest, which was cooked in the sacred fire; so also in 
Mangaia (also of the Her^’cy group), if a turtle w^as caught 
it had to be given to the king, and there is an Aitutakian 
tradition of Iro being killed because he only gave the king a 
portion of it* In the Marquesas there >vas a species of 
mackerel, allied to the bonito, which had to be given w'holly 
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to the gods, not even the priests being aHowed to eat it; and 
we are told that there w^ere other sacred animals, including the 
muUet, which had to be offered to the god, though perhaps 
somebody might eat it afterwards. Also, the best food ’ivas 
reser^'ed for the chiefs, in common with the religious heads 
and the gods. In the Paumotu turtles and certain fish were 
r^erved for the king and nobles, and had to be taken to the 
king, and his portion of it was the head; the most brilliant part 
of the shell seems to have been offered to the gods. In Rotuma 
turtles and sharks belonged to the chief, and no one else might 
eat them without his permission and w ould become sick and 
probably die if he did so; and the shooting of a large species 
of rail was confined to the chiefs. In Fotuna all turtles 
belonged to the head chief of the niaio [conquering] party. In 
Funaffiti, of the Ellice group, all turtles had to be taken to the 
king, and they were eaten by him and his relations* In a 
description of a turtle feast in Tongareva we arc told that the 
turtle was first sacrificed to the gods, and was eaten, appar¬ 
ently, only by a priest, two chiefs, and Lamont, w'ho would be 
reg^ded as a chief. The Rakahanga evidence is difficult to 
interpret, but we at all events get an indication of the practices 
there in the tradition as to the terrible consequences which 
follow ed the omission of the people to bring a turtle to the king. 

We are thus told of animals which were regarded as the 
property of the principal chief or king, and, when caught, had 
to be tien to him, and of animals which only the principal 
chief or king, or he and his underchiefs, or some of them, 
might eat, and there are general statements as to certain 
animals the eating of which w'as confined to the chiefs as a 
class. 1 think that these statements, though differing in the 
method of their expression, probably all refer more or less to 
one or the other or both of tw^o practices* There is no doubt 
tliat higher class people had, spewing generally, choicer diet 
than those below them in station, and that the great chiefs had 
the bpt of all, being indeed entitled to it by virtue of their 
superior rank; but it is, I think, irnpossible to read and compare 
the evidence obtained from the different islands without recog¬ 
nizing that much of it points to something more than this. There 
was in certain animals and fish an element of great taboo, which 
made the eating of their flesh dangerous, leading to the serious 
jlln^ of him who partook of it, and perhaps to death, just as 
it did in the case of a person eating the flesh of the animal in 
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which his own god was incarnate or which was associated with 
the deity. Why then could chiefs, and especially high chiefs or 
kings, eat this food w’hich was so dangerous to others? I think 
the probable explanation is indicated by Mariner, w'ho tells us 
that in Tonga they thought the chiefs might eat turtle, as they 
approached so near in rank and character to the gods themselves ^ 
and in the statement that in Tonga none but a great chief or 
friend of the gods might eat turtle. Apparently, however, even 
the chiefs had in some cases to take precautions. They had, 
as I interpret the matter, to propitiate the gods by first making 
offerings of the dangerous food or some of it to them, and some¬ 
times solemn ceremonies had to be performed at the marae\ and 
we are told that in the Society Islands even the king himself and 
his family would suffer supernatural punishment if they ate the 
flesh of turtle before it had been offered to the idol. I may say 
as to this that it w'as a common practice in Polynesia for 
people at meal times and kava drinlungs to offer a portion of 
the food, actually or symbolically, to the rods whom they 
worshipped or one of them; but I do not think I have seen 
any suggestion that if at any time a man ate ordinary food 
without doing this he would necessarily be punished by illness, 
or perhaps by death, such as would befall him if he ate the 
flesh of the animal connected with his god. It is to be noticed 
that a great chief would portion out the taboo food, taking a 
part himself, and distributing other parts among his relatives 
or other chiefs; but it appears, according to one or two accounts, 
that w'hat w’^as left might be eaten by people who were not 
chiefs. This factor in the evidence may seem somewhat incon¬ 
sistent with my suggested explanation of it; but I shall refer 
to this matter presently. The animal whose special sanctity, 
with its accompan\ing taboo as food, was, so far as the evidence 
tells us, most widely spread was the turtle, and the others were 
sharks and certain large or special sorts of fish; other animals 
are, however, mentioned also, but it is possible that some of 
the evidence is purely local in character, and may be referring 
to practices relating to local incarnate gods. Then, again, some 
statements, such for example as that relating to the distribution 
in Samoa of the portions of a pig, probably have little or nothing 
to do with anything more than the general right of chiefs to 
have the best parts of the food. 

The various islands of the Pacific were inhabited by groups 
of people, each of which had its own god or gods, incarnate in 
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or associated with certain animals, which members of the group 
would not eat, and sub-groups also would have their own 
animals which were taboo to them alone; and in some cases 
the sacred animal might be the turtle. There is not, however, 
a scrap of evidence pointing to the turtle as ha\'in^ been an 
animal with which nearly all these gods W'ere identified; and 
there must have been in the Pacific an enormous number of 
groups of people who did not see any god of theirs in this 
animal, and w'ho therefore w'ould, so far as their own incarnate 
gods w^ere concerned, be free to eat it. How comes it then that 
the recognition of the special sanctity of the turtle and the taboo 
connect^ with it, applying to w’hole populations, seems to have 
been spread all over the Pacific? Tne same question may be 
asked concerning the shark, and the large and special forms 
of fish to wljich wTiters refer, though the evidence as to them 
is not quite so striking. The special sanctity of the shark was, 
however, spread widely, even ir not so much so as w'as that of 
the turtle; and as regards the fish, I may point out that the 
sanctity of each of them appears to have been general in its 
own island or group of islands, so that it must have been 
recognized by people to whom it was not the incarnation of 
their god. 

Taking the case of the turtle as the most prominent example 
of our subject, it swms clear that, practically throughout Poly¬ 
nesia, it had a special sanctity w’hich must have been recognized, 
not only by those to whom it was an incarnate god, but by 
others also, and this sanctity made it taboo as food in the way 
and to the extent disclosed by the e\idence. The fact that this 
sanctity seems to have been universal, or nearly so, among the 
Polynesians justifies us in believing that it haa a very ancient 
origin, and the question is what w'as this origin? The only 
suggestion as to this that occurs to me is that possibly the 
turtle had in the distant past been the totem or totemic god, or 
associated in some way with the w'orship, of a group of ancestors, 
and that its sanctity' had survived, though the group had become 
broken up and scattered over the islands of the Pacific, and the 
origin of the sanctity of the animal lost long ago. The survival 
of the sanctity' had carried with it the restriction against eating 
the turtle, a restriction which was not confined to people w'ho, 
in these later days, recognized it as the incarnation of their 
god. This suggested explanation would, I think, account for 
the fact that the chiefs, and especially the high chiefs, were 
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excluded, to a considerable extent at all events, from the 
restriction. 1 do not think even a high chief would eat the 
animal that was the incarnation of his own god; but if this is 
correct, and if all that was known was that from time im¬ 
memorial the turtle had for some reason been very' sacred, 
then the high chief, being himself very sacred, and often re¬ 
garded as divine, or almost so, would feel that he could partake 
of what w^as primarily the food of the gods, at all events if he 
first propitiated them by an offering to them of tlie food or a 
portion of it; and the solemn ceremonies at the maTae^ recorded 
m some islands, may have been an extra precaution* The Poly¬ 
nesian mind was not logically exact, and the lack of knowledge 
as to the origin of the san^t)^ of the turtle would exclude 
exactitude of conception; it would not therefore be a matter 
of surprise to us that, the offering having been made to the 
god, and the head chief having received his own sacred portion, 
his relatives and under chiefs might accept and eat the parts 
which he gave to them, and that even people lower in rank— 
of the middle classes—might eat the remnants that were given 
to them* 

The discussion of the belief that the spirits of the dead 
became or entered into animals must be postponed until 1 
consider the general question of the gods of Polynesia, and 
the possible connection of the origin of the belief in divine 
incarnation, not only with totemism but w'ith a cult of the 
dead. There is, however, one feature in the evidence to w'hich 
I will draw attention here* In Samoa it was believed that the 
spirit of a dead man might appear in the form of any one or 
other of certain insects and small animals. In one of the 
Tongan islands they vvould not kill Hies. In TaJiiti it w^as 
an insect that gave warning of death* In Ra 4 atea it was 
believed that the spirits of the dead became cockroaches. In 
Tahiti the souls of children killed at birth appeared as grass¬ 
hoppers* In Mangaia the voices of warriors slain In battle w'ere 
recognized in the chirping of a species of cricket, and the souls 
of the dead buried in the great Aureka chasm were associated 
in some way with a species of red fly. In Rarotonga the 
grasshopper was an omen of death. In the Marquesas the 
souls of the dead were often recognized in crickets, and those 
of priests were supposed to ascend to the sky in the form of 
moths, developing afterwards into birds. In the Paumotu the 
souls of the dead were believed to enter into birds* In Niue 
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they were seen in insects^ lizards, etc.; and m Fotuna m an 
insect or reptile, or perhaps a bird. In Ongtong Java the soul 
could revisit the island in the form of a bird. 

The various groups of people who held these beliefs would 
have their own respective incarnate gods, of whose ammai 
forms there was a considerable variety, and it may well be that 
in many cases the animal in which the soul of a dead man w^as 
seen was the incarnation of his deity, or perhaps some animal 
with which he had been specially as^iated in some way in his 
lifetime; but we can hardk connect with ideas of this character 
a belief, reported from Samoa, Niue and Fotuna, that the 
soul of the dead man might be in any insect or small animal 
that chanced to alight on a mat; there is no indication of 
any special association of living men of Ra^atea with cock* 
roaches; we can think of no obvious reason why the souls of 
Tahitian children killed at birth should enter into grasshoppers; 
and so on as regards some of the other beliefs to which 
1 have referred. In some cases the beliefs referred only to the 
souls of people w'ho had suffered 3 violent or imnaturd death, 
or perhaps had not been buried. I must, however, content 
my^lf, for the present at aU events, with suggesting that this 
evidence points to ideas of some general association between 
dead men and living animals which appear to have been, or at 
all events may have been, distinct from those involved by what 
we know of the worship of incarnate gods. 


CHAPTER XXIII 

CLAN BADGES 


PRELIMINARY 


1 INTEND to include under this heading all objects or 
designs, wherever they may have been placed or carried, 
whether on people’s bodies or on canoes, ouildings or else- 
w’here, and however they may have been used, which were, or 
seem to have been, indicative of, or specially connected with, 
specific groups of people, although some of these cannot per¬ 
haps be described accurately as badges, and I may possibly be 
introducing as examples a few w'hich may have had some other 
significance, or may have been merely decorative work, the 
evidence as to this not being always very clear. I may say that 
where the badge, as I am cdling it, represented the god of the 
people who used it, it mav well have been a protective emblem; 
but it would also identify those people as the worshippers of 
that god, and so might become, and would in fact be, a dis¬ 
tinctive badge. 

SAMOA 


Turner, speaking of warfare, says the Samoans had in their 
war canoes some distinguishing badge of their district, such as 
a bird, a dog, or a bunch of leaves, hoisted on a pole. The 
bush-ranging land forces had certain marks on the body by 
which they Imew their own part>', and which served as a tem¬ 
porary watchword. One day the distinguishing mark might be 
blackened cheeks; the next, two strokes on the breast; the 
next, a white shell hung from a strip of white cloth round the 
neck; and so on^. Speaking elsewhere of the canoes, he refers 
to these animal images as ngure-heads, and says that each of 
them had from time immemorial been the coat-of-arms of the 
particular village or district to w'hich the canoe belonged*. 
Pritchard says that when the fleets of the \'arious districts 
united, a distinguishing pendant showed to which they respec¬ 
tively belonged. This pendant was either a string of coconut 
leaves, or strips of matting, or a dog, bird or fish, painted on a 

* Turner, pp. 191 sq. * Ibid. p. 165. 
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piece of native doth. To distinguish allies on shore, certain 
figures were painted on the body in black, white or red; or a 
particular shell was suspended from the neck, or tied round 
the arm; or the hair was worn in some fantastic manner. The 
signs* whatever they might be, were changed every two or 
three days^. The frequent changing by the land forces of their 
sign seems hardly consistent with its having been a clan badge, 
but according to Turner's account, and so probably according 
to that of Pritchard, the signs on the canoes were not changed. 
Kr^er sa^^s that war canoes often bore animal figures on a 
post at the bow as a figure-head, the symbol in war of the 
\illage district concerned, and that he saw in a boat at Falefa 
a figure of the fua^o bird^, which, as shall see directly, was the 
distinctive sign of Falefa. Hood also says some of the large 
canoes had the figure of some bird or beast, the armorial bearing 
of the village to which the canoe belonged®, 

Schultz says tliat the only figurative (hildlich) representations 
in a Samoan house—"nowadays rare, but said to have been 
more frequent formerly"—‘were the rillage marks, scratched 
or carved on the lower side of 3 horizontal beam, which 
strengthened the roof^ and this indicated the origin of the 
builder (Erbauer —? founder). As to this, he tells us that each 
Samoan village had a badge (W^^hrJ^^eichen)t w^hich the in¬ 
habitants used in jest and in earnest with Uie pride of local 
patriotism {^oa For example, Asau and Salelonga 

had the serpent, Manono the dog, Satua the fowl, Safune the 
saosao (a fish), Falefa the fim^o (a seabird), etc.^ The state¬ 
ments that the making of these imitative designs in houses had 
formerly been frequent, but had (in Schultz's time) become 
rare, and that the people regarded them both in jest and in 
earnest, suggests that me animals which they represented had 
possessed previously a special importance in the minds of the 
people, which had only partially passed away. 

A point of interest in connection with the use of representa¬ 
tions of animals as badges of villages and districts is found in 
Turner’s statement that the latter used to bear figurative names, 
such as the aword-fish, the sting-ray, the dog, the wild boar, 
the Tongan cock, the fri^te bird, etc,* Some of them had the 
names of trees*. These ngurative names were not, of course, 

*■ Pritchard, p. 56. CL Johns<iri, p. 

■ Krflmer, S.I. vol. ll, p. ^ Hood, pp. 46 j:^. 

*■ Schultz, Yol. xcv, p. 2S9 and tiofti 2 tmd 3. 

* Turner, p. 314. * pp, 213 
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their geographical names. Turner says elsewhere that the 
figurative names were given to the troops in time of war^ 

One of the examples, given by Schulte, of imitative carving 
of the village sign in a house is the serpent in Asau and Sale- 
longa. 1 have already referred, in connection with the subject 
of social grouping, to the district of Asau, at the north-western 
corner of Savai‘i, which was in the main a district of the 
Tonum^pe'a f^ily, who^ great ancestor god was, as we have 
seen. Si uleo, incarnate in a sea-cel. N^ow I imagine rude 
carvings of a sea-eel and of a serpent would be indistinguish¬ 
able; so here perhaps we may suspect a connection between the 
animal carved and the dominant god of the place. It may be 
that the god represented in this case was Saolevao, the brother 
of Si'uleo, who, according to Kramer, was worshipped in Asau*, 
and one of whose incarnations was, according to Turner, an 
eel®. I have tried to trace connections of this character vvith 
reference to the other carvings referred to by Schulte, but have 
not been able to do so. 

Kramer was told of a house in Lefanga in Aana which had 
on its ridge-beam a carving representing a lizard*. I cannot 
produce evidence that the worship of the great lizard god Pili, 
prevailed in Lefanga; but it was said in the traditions that the 
taro-planting by him in Aana extended to that place®. This, of 
course, is not evidence that we could, even if the worship* of 
Pili at Lefanga were proved, accept as indicating that the 
carving represented the great Pili, seeing that it only refers to 
a single house, and there were no doubt many local lizard go^ 
in Samoa. There is, however, a general statement that the 
family of Pili had a lizard as the mark of their house®. 

There are a number of references to practices of a miscel¬ 
laneous character which seem to bear more or less upon the 
subject of clan bad^. A coconut tree spear was the repre¬ 
sentative of the god Tufi; and it was taken by his pwple in the 
war fleet as a sign that the god was with them’. There was a 
legend that the god Pava, in anger at the killing of his daughter 
by Tanraroa, plucked a taro I^, and sailed on it to Fiji; the 
taro leaf became his emblem, and his adherents, in going to 
battle, wore t^^o leaf caps, by which they were known*. The 
god Fe‘e was incarnate in the cuttle-fish, and this incarnation 


* Ibid. p. 27. 

’ Turner, p. 6i. 


* Turner, NintUen Yfars, pp. 332 sa. 

• Turner, p. 50. 
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P* ^38 note 4. 


• Thilcnius, Globus^ vol. uexx, p. 169 note 4. 
• fhi/i 


CLAN BADGES 


330 

ha’iing been brought to Samoa by a chief, who had swum witli 
it from Fiji, showed, when taken into a house^ a special pre¬ 
dilection for a piece of white cloth, over which it stretched 
itself; white cloth therefore became the emblem of the god, 
and his worshippers, in going to battle, wore white turbans, 
by which they w^ere known, and so, as they thought, pleased 
the god and secured a defence against the enemy^» There is a 
stor)' of the war goddess Nafanua, who took up the defence of 
her much-oppressed people, and sumrnoning them ail to battle, 
took the lead herself, and completely routed the enemy, and 
so raised the district to a position of honour and equality. 
During the fighting she concealed her sex by covering her 
breasts with coconut leaflets; and the dlstin^ishing mark or 
pass-word of her troops was a few coconut leaflets bound round 
the waist. After the battle, she marked ail the trees in the 
district as hers by tying coconut leaflets round them and defied 
the enemy or any one else to touch them; a strip of coconut 
leaflet encircling a tree was for ever after a taboo sign which 
protected it from robberyA village god, though incarnate 
in a shrub (Ascarina), seems for some reason to have had a tli 
leaf (Dracaena) for its emblem; and this was carried by the 
troops as a banner wherever they went^. The conch shell is 
know'n in the Pacific for its use as a trumpets One war god, 
whose emblem this shell is said to have been, had a temple 
with the shell in it, and the shell was carried about with the 
troops*. The idea of this may, however, have been that the 
shell was for use, but perhaps they were taking the war god 
with them to help them. Turner says that Samoan canoes were 
generally decorated ivith rows of conch shells^* w'hich, w'e are 
told, w'ere the sacred emblem of the war god®. The same com¬ 
ment as to the w'ar god may be made concerning this and with 
reference to Kr^er*s statement that the \var canoes of the 
little island of Manono bore a large trumpet and a long white 
banner on the mast, as emblem of the war god^, for w'hite flags 
were well recognized signs of sanctity and taboo. I may say, how^- 
ever, that I think that references £0 conch shells being regarded 
as emblems of specific gods must be received with doubt. 

According to Turner, the Samoan men had tattooed on their 

* Turner, p. 28. 

^ Ibid. p. This Icftend may well hav* been merely a local attempt to explain 
a common form of tabnEM martc. * Ibid. p. 57. 

' Ibid. p. 17. * Ibid. p. 165. * Stair, p. zzz 

^ Kramer, S.L voL i, p. 160. 
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bodies, besides their other designs, the mark or coat-of-arms 
of the particular district to which they belonged, and he gives 
as an example the figure of a dog^, Pritcliard says that in 
Samoa, whilst the design or pattern of the tattooing was in the 
m^n alike throughout the group, certain districts had what 
might be called coats-of-arras in addition, this special decora- 
rion usually being an animal; but that each generation would 
introduce some trifling variation'^. Ella says some of the tattoo- 
ing patterns denoted the clan to which the man belonged^* 
Brown also tells us of this custom of distinctive tattooing; but 
it would almost appear from the similarity of language that he 
had taken it from Pritchard ^ Apparently a special purpose of 
distinctive tattooing was to enable them to identify the headless 
bodies of the dead after fighting*. 

There has been some discussion upon the question of the 
significance or otherwise of designs on native cloth in Samoa, 
and in connection yrith this the question of tattooing also 
arises; but the consideration of this must be postpone to a 
future date, 

TONGA 

According to Sam well, the surgeon with Cook on his third 
voyage in 1777, the sails of the Tongan canoes generally had 
the image of a cock upon them*. Figures of cocks were seen 
on the sails of the canoes of Cocos [Tafahi or Boscawenl 
Island^; and at Muatobutabu {Keppel] Island, between the 
Tongan and Samoan groups, it was observed that the sail of 
the canoe which apparently had command of the others carried 
the figure of a gr^ and red cock®. These may have been clan 
badges; but if so, and if their use was widely spread, they can 
hardly have represented any merely local group, unless indeed 
it was that of one of the great ruling families. 

The only information as to tattooed clan badges in Tonga 
that I have been able to find are statements by Ellis (of Cook*s 
party) that w-hile some of the tattoo marks were perhaps only 
ornamental, others “seem to be to distinguish the different 
tribes to which they belong*'®; by Pere A. C„ as to designs 
on cloth, that each tribe had its indiridual design, which 


xnrn, pL 349. 

^ vol. VllI, p, 353. 

• Dalrymple, voL n, p. 28, 



Btvwh, pp. loi 

jn. Footnote, p, Turner 



w ]] 


21 


325 CLAN BADGES 

it never changed^; and by Collocott, who says that tattoo¬ 
ing had largely fallen into disuse among modern Tongans, 
and the only instance he had found of markings w'hich had a 
clear totem or religious significance^ was the tattooing of the 
kaJae (rail) on the throat of the priest connected with his 
worship^. 

SOCIETY ISLANDS 

Agostini saw in 1895, at a government festival in Tahiti, the 
canoes of the vario^ districts. The canoe of Paea was remark¬ 
able for the fantastic animal adorning its front part — a strange 
bird, shapeless, with great wings, which flapped incessantly^. 
The London missionaries, in describing, in 1801, the voyage 
of the flotilla of canoes to carry the god Oro and attendant 
deities from the mmae at Paea in Attahuru to Tautira, to 
which I have referred in a previous chapter, say that one of the 
canoes was decorated with, amongst other thin^, an image of 
a bird, nearly as large as a goose, rudely formed, and covered 
with feathers of different colours, into which, it was said, Oro 
delighted to enter, and also a small canopy under which they 
believed he rested himself*. We know that the Paea marae 
had been for long p^t the great Tahitian centre of the 
worship of Oro; and this, coupled with the suggestion in both 
these two accounts of the large size of the bird, and the identi¬ 
fication, according to the missionary account, of the image of 
the bird with Oro, justifies the suggestion that the statements 
must be read together and that possibly the great bird sign 
wras a badge of the Paea people. I may say as to this that, 
according to Miss Henry, the “man-of-war-bird” [frigate 
bird?] was looked upon as the earthly shadow of Oro®. There 
is other ground also for suspecting that the bird described by 
Agostini was a sort of clan badge of the Paea people, for he 
says that the Mataiea canoe had at its prow a monstrous eel's 
head, the jaws of which, cleverly worked, opened and shut in 
a menacing f^ashion*; and 1 have already referred to the belief 
of the Mataiea people that thej' were descended from an eel 
dw^elling in lake Vairia, and to the great veneration with w’hich 
they ^erefore regarded cels, and the annual pilgrimages to the 
lake in w^hich an immortal eel supposed to dwell. The 
marae Taputuarai in Papara was spoken of as the rrmrae of the 

' Fire A. C., p, lui. * Hfol. 30. p. 161. 

! p. 47. * Tram. ^ol. 1. p. 2T4. 

“ %ol. cu, p, 77. * Agostifli, pp. 47 tq. 
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Ii2:ard, which animal it bore as its sign^; this is perhaps not 
necessarily suggestive of the idea of a clan badge, as it would 
be if I could show that the people used the sign in other ways, 
for it might be merely a representation of the god to whom 
the marae w^as dedicate. We are also told of a marae in which 
was an image of a bird, carded in wood, and another of a fish, 
carved in stone*; and of several sheds, enclosed within a wall, 
on the outside of w’hich there w’erc uncouth figures of hogs and 
dogs, carved on posts driven into the ground*. 

The only definite evidence I have found of personal markings 
distinctive of a group of people is that provided by the Spanish 
officers who found that the tattooing of the lower lip so as to 
give it a blue colour was the “caste** mark of the Vehiatua 
family*. Without deciding what is involved by the term “caste,** 
the mark was apparently specially used by that family. Several 
writers speak of the Tahitian practice of tattooing various ani¬ 
mals and other objects on the body, but only Cook refers to the 
fact that some of the decorations were “significations,** though 
he could not learn what they were®. As to this, I may point 
out that we cannot assume from the fact that some Polynesian 
tattooing is said to have been significant of something, that it 
was a clan mark; it might have been something else, such as 
caste or rank in society, and in the Society Islands certain 
tattooed marks of the areoi societies were significant of the 
separate progressive classes of members of the societies®. 


HERVEY ISLANDS 

The Mangaians seem to have had Wsible decorations for 
distinguishing members of different social groups. Gill says 
that even in the matter of clothing there were speaal differences 
among the different “tribes.** He had seen a man stripped 
naked for presuming to wear the garments of another tribe, 
and his defence was that his grandmother had been a member 
of that tribe’; he does not explain here in w’hat way the differ¬ 
ences of dress appeared, but there is in the ethnological gallery 
at the British Museum a piece of bark cloth which he had 
procured, with a label, believed to have been WTitten by him, 

* Bftcssler. N^.B. p. 138. * Cook, vol, 1, p. 159. 

* Hawkesworth, vol. i, p. 485. Other writer® refer to images of thU character 
in Tahiti. 

* Comey, Tahiti^ vol. ii, p. 471 and note 1; cf. vol. ii, p. 183 and notr i, and 

P- » Cook, vol. I, p. 179. 

* EUu, vol. I, p. 238. » Gill, 5 J>JV.( 7 . p. 16. 
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that It had an appropriate clan design which no other clan 
might under pain of death; and the design on this is purely 
geometrical. He says that the Mangaian word for “ write^' {iul) 
primarily referred to the tracing of “clan designs" on native 
clothe hie also, in speaking of the summoning of a clan to 
fight, refers to it as the Te-iui^kura (red marked) clan^. Possibly 
these people had clan badges on their canoes, for Gill says that 
at the commencement of the fishing season the priests of 
Mokoiro fastened on to the bow of each canoe the little leaf 
god emblematic of Mokoiro, this emblem being intended to 
secure the safety of the canoes^. This, at all events, was prob¬ 
ably merely a protective or helpful image of the god, not 
connected with the idea of distinguishing different clans, 
iJiough if different clans had different fishermen*s gods it would 
in fact do so^. The same comment may be made on the Raro- 
tongan practice, referred Co by Williams, of placing in front of 
evej7 fishing canoe, before setting off on a fishing expedition, 
an image of the fishermen’s god, the form of the image being 
that of a nude human figure, with large ears and tattooed, 
squatting on his hands and knees®. 

The Mangaian legends of Ina*s voyage to the sacred isle and 
the origin of tattooing suggests what might conceivably be a clan 
badge. She had beaten an atini fish and a pa&ra fish, and the 
marks on the bodies of these two species were supposed to have 
been produced by her strokes®; and the tattooing of the island 
“ was simply an imitation of the stripes of the atini and paoro"'^. 

I have already referred, in discussing Areas and Systems, to 
the account obtained by Gudgeon, of the earliest migrations from 
Hawaiki to the island of Aitutaki, of certain chie^ with their re¬ 
spective parties. Gudgeon says it is “ claimed” that each canoe 
w'as can ed on the bow in a more of less distinct pattern, presum¬ 
ably with the heraldic bearings of the chief of the canoe, and that 
this carving \vz 5 adopted by those who came in the canoe as 
the ta^falau which should for all times distinguish them from 
other tribes. Apparently it was supposed that there had been 
five canoes, and figures of the five designs adopted are given; 
they seem to have been mainly geometric, though an ingenious 

I P' pp. [04 jy. 

. c would have a tutelar deity upon whom ti relied! for nuppoit. not 
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spcciatist might be able £0 point to some possible imitative 
character in one or two of them, and we are told that one of 
them represented a range of mountains in Hawaiki, and the 
name of another meant the forward thrust of a spear. It is 
said of the people of the first canoe that thejf adopted the 
carving of the canoe as the tribal ta*tatau^ and it was tattooed 
on their bodies and occasionally on the neck, wrist or kgs, but 
never on the face. The same mark was placed on the garments 
and tribal ornaments, and any appropriation of this special 
mark by another tribe resulted in bloodshed, for the object of 
the mark was to preserve the descent of each family by giving 
each member thereof the proof of his descent on ms own 
person^. Though all this is spoken of only in connection with 
the occupants of the first canoe, it is clear that it is intended to 
apply also to those of the others; also it is clear that Gudgeon 
is speaking, not merely of a tradition of what was done long 
ago by the occupants of the canoes, but of a continuing practice 
which had since been followed by their actual or supposed 
descendants. The term la-taiau evidently refers to tattooing^. 
The ship's surgeon of Cook's third voyage said, in his diary, 
of the tattooing of the people of the island of Atiu that it seemed 
to be a kind or heralchy, for those of the same tribe or family 
were marked exactly ^ke; but adds that their stay was too 
short to make sure of such a matter®. 

MARQUESAS 

Porter says that in Nukuhiva every tribe was, he observed, 
tattooed after a different fashion, and he was told that every 
line had its meaning, and gave to the bearer certain privileges 
at their feasts^. Clavel was told, as he believed authoritatively, 
that in former days uniformity in design distinguished the 
tribes, and special tattooings indicated the classes to which the 
people belonged^. According to Tautain, formerly all the 
designs imprinted upon the skin of the people, particularly on 
the fece, had their perfectly legible meaning, and up to modem 
times the great lines of the tattooing allowed one to recognise 
the tribe*. I have quoted these three writers together, because 

* GudBcon.jjf.P^. voL sciv, pp. 217 

* Cft Pirt A. C., p, 455 (Tonga); JJP, 5 . vol. xi, p. 2oS (Niue); Pratt, and 
Kramet, SJ. vol. ii, p, oj fSampa); y.F-iS. vol. tv. p. 78 (Pititnotu). 
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their statements, taken together, point to a double significance of 
the tattooing, certain leading features of the designs having been 
apparently distinctive of what I may call clans, and other por¬ 
tions apparently of rank in ^ety. Tautain also says that the 
Marquesans carv'ed on certain of their arms and implements 
designs which represented their names*; I do not know whether 
he refers to names of clans, or of small families or personal 
names. ^ Lesson thought that some of the designs were the 
“armorial bearings of families**^. 

Knisenstem, in describing the men’s eating houses of Nuku- 
hiva, says that only great chiefs, priests, or warriors could 
afford to have them, as the possessor of such a house had a 
number of people constantly at his table, who formed an associa¬ 
tion, and ^ways had to be fed, and the members of these 
clubs were distinguished by different tattooed marks upon 
their bodies, fie gives as examples of the difference a square 
mark, about sLx inches long and four inches w ide on the breast, 
and a tattooed e>’e*. Langsdorff, evidently spea^g of the 
same thing, says that each member of any such fratemitv was 
bound, if possible, to support his fellows with food in times of 
scarcity, and for this puipose joined in robbing and slaying, 
and thus formed a real band of robbers. One person might be 
a member of different clubs of this sortL The ideas of mutual 
rights to food supply, and of the duty of the great chief to feed 
the others, and the co-operation in making food raids suggests 
that these associations may have been related family groups, 
and the fact that a man might be a member of more than one 
of them is not inconsistent with this, as membership of more 
than one might have been derived from previous inter-group 
mamages; but something more than this may have been 
involved in the tattooing. 

Radiguet describes a great feast held in honour of a Nuku- 
hivan priest w^ho had recently died and been deified, at which 
a number of clans (including invited guests) were present. 
VVhen the food was brought it was set down “ from distance to 
distance”; and he says that groups of people sat down in the 
form of a circle for the feast, and that these groups were formed 
in recognition of the tattooing (se reconnaissaient au tatouage) 

* Tiuuin, L'Anthro, vol. viii, p. . 

vol *• P)382. Cr C^ter p. von den Steinen, V.G£. 
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from which, I gather, he means that people siniilarly tattoi^d 
would be collected together in each group, the groups being 
established at intervals along the line of the great circled it 
was a common Polynesian custom at great feasts for the various 
clans or social or family groups to keep separate from one 
another, it is probable that this is an illustration of distinctive 
clan markings in tattooing^ 

PAUMOTU 

I have found no information as to clan badges in the Pan- 
motuan islands. Cook says that the men of Takaroa had the 
figure of a fish on their bodies^, and Forster says most of the 
tattooing was in imitation of fishes®, so it is possible that the 
people of this little cluster of islets were specially associated 
with a fish. There is also a reference in one of the traditions 
to a tattooing peculiar to the kings of Mangareva”^, to which 
no definite interpretation can be put in the absence of further 
information. 

NIUE 

It is said that the people of Niue had spears ornamented 
with a few feathers, the arrangement of which represented the 
owner’s name, and enabled him to claim the credit of a suc¬ 
cessful throw in battle®. This suggests a personal identification 
mark, rather than a clan mark. 

FOTUNA 

According to Bourdin, tattooing in the island of Fotuna 
indicated the extraction of the individual—that is, to which 
island, tribe and family he belonged®. Presumably this refers 
to Fotuna and Alofi, the two islands of the Home group. 


EASTER ISLAND 


Thomson says the Easter Island hieroglyphics included, 
besides representations of actual objects, figures used by the 
chiefs, and that each clan had its distinctive mark^i he says 
that three skulls obtained from one of the platforms had en¬ 
graved on them hieroglyphics which signified the clan to which 
they belonged®; and he gives a tradition, appearing on one of 
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the tablets, as to a fonml ceremony prior to commencement 
of a war^ in which it is s^d that each warrior wore the feather 
hat of his clanL According to an account of the formal taking 
possession in 1770 of Easter Island by the Spaniards, after the 
deed of pos^ion had been signed by the representatives of 
Spain, the island chiefs drew upon it certain characters, re¬ 
garded as strikingly like those found on the inscriptions, and 
which, I gather, were intended, like signatures, to record their 
approval I have not yet commenced the study of the problem 
of the statues and scripts of Easter Island, and so am unable 
to say whether they throw any further light on this question, 

' W, J, Tborason, p. 519^ 

of these ** signaturesan; riven in 
Plate XXVIl (opposite p. 51?)^ but! do not attempt to interpret th«n. 


CHAPTER XXIV 

THE SOCIAL CHARACTER OF WAR 


PRELIMINARY 

A S U B J E C T which I profjosc to consider now as a distinct 
clan idea, with the practices which that idea involves, is 
the social character of war^ The value of much of the evidence 
to which I shall refer is, so far as this question is concerned, 
dependent upon the assumption that the tie betv^^een the 
members of respective groups, great or small, of people was 
primarily social; and the answer to the question whether 
or not this was so depends upon the sufficiency of the 
evidence, adduced in previous chapters, upon this subject. If, 
as I believe, the tie binding a group of people together was 
primarily social, and that group had a practice, as such, of 
entering into war with other groups, then the war was social 
in character, and evidence of the power of the head chief or 
king of the group to summon his district chiefs to join, along 
with their own people, in the fighting becomes refevant. Of 
course internal dynastic and family struggles for the kingship 
or chieftainship of a group took place from time to time, and 
these must have involved a good deal of fighting between 
persons nearly related; but this is another matter, and even in 
cases of this sort it is possible* and indeed probable, that the 
question of close faniiw relationship to one or other of the 
nval claimants w ould affect largely the decisions of other people 
as to which of them they would suppon. We shall see that 
there is some evidence of disapproval of fighting betw-een 
relatives, and in one or tw'o cases Acre is ground for thinking, 
or at least a possibility, that there was behind this human dis¬ 
approval a belief that such fighting was disapproved by the 
gods* Another matter which will be introduced into the dis¬ 
cussion is the moral obligation of a man^s relations to co-operate 
w'ith him in wreaking vengeance upon a person who has done 
him an injury, and the inausion, not only of the offender, but 
of his relations also, in the punishment to be indicted. I shall 
sometimes refer to this practice, for shortness* as " vendetta,” 
though I am not sure that the word is terminologically correct. 
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SAMOA 

In considermg the war practices of the Samoans we muat 
in mind the apparently social character of the relationship 
whichj speaking broadly, bound the members of a household 
to \illa^, those of a village to the district, and those of a 
istrict to the mam political division, and the corresponding 
soci^ character of the authority which the chief of ^ area 
small or great, from a chief at the head of a tillage to a king of 
a divjston, would have over those w^ho were subject to his ™Ie. 

Kramer says tl^t w hen a king, being insulted as such, declared 
war against another division, as, for example, tuiaana against 
I u^asanga, the tmaatia might be assured that his whole land 
of Aana would give him military serviceand again, Aana 
must give war service to him to whom the title is 

granted, and vvhoever did not obey would be killed^. So also 
according to Stuebel, if the Malietoa was insulted, he could 
summon all Tu^^ga to battle^; and Ella says that the 
^ee supreme chiefs of Upolu (by which he meaSs of Aana, 
/ma and Tuamasanga) had powder to make war or peace, and 

fi- T districts rendered allegiance to 

them - These statements only refer to external wars bv these 
great chiefs, or kings as I have called them, and not to internal 
quarrels ^ong their subjects, as to which Kramer says the 
kmg was fairly powerless if in his own land parties or villages 
were m conflict wth each other^ It can hardly be doused 
that the rights and powers as to war of the king of a division 
would be po^ed by the chief of a district, and so on, subject 

arising as to people who were 
related to both the contendmg groups. On a cfclaration of 

wp messen^ were sent to all the villages; thev were adorned 
mth long yellow stre^ers, and carried spears similarly decora¬ 
te, this being a sufficient intimation, and in a short time the 
Claus assembled in the chief village^^ 

Turner says tte a chief could call to his aid, in any emer- 

S^whlr^h 1, the same andeiit stock 

had sprung’ Churchward says that the people 

M M^ibkas many other towns 
as possible, the further off the better, so that thev might have 
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friends in any part to which they might wish to go^ and allies 
in case of war^ [ and that they were continually on the look out 
for a marital alliance for a iaupmi maiden whereby they might 
gain useful allies^. So aJsOj according to Brown, wars, though 
often begun by quarrels between neighbouring districts, gener¬ 
ally extended over the principal parts of the group, owing 
to the intimate family relationships existing; and he explains 
how, in case of war, messengers were sent not only to the 
villages within the district immediately concerned, but to allied 
distncts^, Kramer refers to the vvay in which close connections 
through kinship with a chieFs familj^, in places often quite 
remote, led to relations of mutual aid m war*, and to the great 
importance therefore attached to the relations by marriages^* 
Von Billow says, with reference to chiefs* marriages, that it 
was considered to be of the utmost importance that the woman 
to be married should have high rank, and kin as widespread 
and influential as possible, who in the event of war would, with 
their adherents, be able to afford the most enduring support®* 
I have already referred to the importance of these marriages in 
connection with the rights of a sister^s son; but we are now 
dealing with a more general and more permanent feature of the 
relationships arising from intermarriages* 

There is a statement by Ella that when part of a tribe migrated 
to found settlements in other parts of the country, the emi¬ 
grants retained their fealty to the head chief of the original 
tribe, and w*ere governed by him in times of war, or tn any 
important politit^ movement; though in other respects they 
were independent and under the control of their own appointed 
head I gather that he is speaking here of migrations of groups 
of people, and not merely of new airiga relationships brought 
about by marriage- 

Churchward says that somerimes, on the approach of war, 
people of a district would divide into two parties, and fight on 
opposite sides; and the reason tvhich he suggests for this is 
the desire to have friends in court, whichever side should win** 
I think that Churchward is partially right in his statement, but 
that the probable explanation is not of quite such an oppor¬ 
tunist character as he suggests* Let me draw^ attention to an 
event which must have occurred frequently, and to which I 

^ Churchward, p. +7. * Ibid. p. 350. 

’ Brown, p, * Kilmer, SJ. vol. t, p. 14, 
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have referred in connection with the subject of sister’s son. 
A chief of social group A, occupying, say, a village district, or 
his son and probable successor, married a woman of group 
oc^pying another village district. He remained or became the 
chief of group A; but his wife (probably not in this case his 
principal wife) remained vnth her j^ple of group B, and the 
children of the ^ marriage and their descendants lived with 
group B in their village district, probably forming another 
^llage uithin the \'illaTC district. The family thus founded was 
descended from both the chief of group A and the parents and 
ancesmrs of the wife of group JB; and they were therefore 
related to^ both groups, though, succession being patrilineal, 
their relationship, in the sense in which we are now considering 
It, would generally be closer with group A, notwithstanding the 
soaal connection uith group B that would be recognized under 
a lingering system of matrilineal descent. Let us then picture 
the position of this family in case war broke out betw^n the 
two groups. Their relationship with group B would be strength¬ 
ened practically, though not theoretically, by their day to day, 
and year ^ter year, personal contact and friendship; on the 
other hand, there can be little doubt that properly the stronger 
^nd would be that of the male ancestor, and not of the female. 
Considerations of this ^rt, and probably also of present policy, 
would mfluence them in deciding on their attitude; but in any 
<^e, if they joined in the fight they would be fighting against 
their own relatives, near or distant. This position would, of 
cou^, not arise only in cases of double relationships originating 
in the specific way to which I have referred; it would arise in 
all however they had originated, of intermarriage and 

resulting families, including, for instance, a migration, such as 
IS spoken of by Ella, of people belonging to group A to an 
outside place, which might have been adjacent to that occupied 
by group B, and intermarriages between the people of B uith 
the immigrants of A. 

The general disapproval of fighting between people nearly 
related is referred to by Wilkes, who says the Samoans regarded 
fighung iKtwcen blood relations with horror, and mentions a 
case m which cl^ relationship between two chiefs prevented 
war, even though the quarrel between them was that one of 
them had c^ed off the other’s wife'. It is also, I think, 
involved by Turner s statement that if two families in a village 

* Wilkes, vol. ii, p. loa. 
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(that is my “village district*’ containing its constituent “vil¬ 
lages”) quarrelled, and wished to fight, the other heads of 
families and the chief stepped in and forbad it; and it was at 
the peril of either party to carry on the strife contrary to the 
decided voice of public opinion^. The same idea is found in 
one of the traditions of the early history’ of Manu‘a, in which 
it is said that Ta‘e-o-Tangaroa, the fiiret semi-divine, semi¬ 
human tuimanu'a warned his sons against going to war with 
each other, because they were brothers, and took precautions 
to prevent bloodshed between them*. We see it also in the 
precautions, to which I have referred in a previous chapter, 
taken by the father of Fune and Lafai, to prevent them from 
quarrelling, by putting them in different districts, with an aunt 
established between them*. 

The Tangaroa tradition suggests, perhaps, that the avoidance 
of fighting between relations was not a mere secular matter, but 
was associated w’ith an idea of divine disapproval, and there 
are a couple of references by Turner which point in the same 
direction. An internal quarrel of neighbours in a Samoan 
village, whose god was incarnate in the cuttle-fish, and rising 
to blows was frowned upon by the god, except at his annual 
festival, when fighting was one of the features of the j>erform- 
ance^. We are told of another Samoan village where a mischief- 
maker in a quarrel would be cursed and given over to the 
village god*. 

Goodenough gives a relatively recent example (1873) 
way in which members of a group, related to each of tw’o other 
contending groups, were enabled to fight, some on one side 
and some on the other, without coming into personal conflict 
with each other. In this case the struggle was between Savai’i 
and Manono on the one hand and Masanga, w’hich must, I 
think, be Tuamasanga, on the other, and there W’ere evidently 
related Atuans supporting each of the two opposing forces. 
The Atuan force was divided into two sections, of which 
one [presumably that related to Tuamasanga] fought against 
Savai‘i, and the other [presumably that related to Savai'i] 
fought against Tuamasanga. It is stated that if in the fight 
Atuans met Atuans, they would not fight, because a death¬ 
blow on either side would give rise to a vendetta which would 

’ Turner, p. i8o. * Pratt, R.S.N.S.W. vol. Jtxvi, p. 295. 
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obj^"' “'"*’‘"‘"8 f®'' a common 

I wH now give one or two examples illustrating the customs 
to which I have referr^. Stuebel tells us of eight families or 
villages in Ati^, Savai'i and Manono which were spoken of as 
the eight fanuhes of the Malietoa of Tuamasanga. and on their 
pm ^led him their son, on account of the various marriages 
which a numt^r of cbefs of the Malietoa family had concluded 
with great ladi« of those eight villages. If the Malietoa waged 
war against a t^tnct he could call for the help of these vUla^. 
^ also the /uMona Tupua had villages, called the families of 
1 upua, m Atua and Savai'i, and it is evident from the context 
though not act^ly stated, that Stuebel means to imply that 
a similar war relaUonsWp arose as regarded them*. These ainga 
villages, as StueW ^Is them (they were what I call village 
districts), of the Malietoa included the village district of Fale- 
alih, on the south side of Atua, near the Tuamasanga boundary 
md the vdlage (hstnct of Saluafata, on the northern coast of 
Ati^; and the ainga villages of the tuiaana included the village 

- Ws apparent inclusion of 

the whole of Faleahh in the atnga relationship with the Mdietoa 
was not quite corre«, because he says elsewhere that, whilst 
Salani was a/nga to the Imaana, the other parts of Falealili were 
aa^a to the .Malietoa*. I have investigated and verified from 
IMamers the TOtnmonial origins of most of the ainga 
branches of the Malietoa and tuiaana referred to by Stuebel 
but 1 do not propose to introduce the detailed proofs here, as’ 
btueW v-ouches for them; the group distinction between 
balam and the other villages of Falealili has been partly seen 
* f of soaal grouping. N'ow so long as the call 

ot a Malietoa or a tmaana to outside ainga families to help in 
war did not mvolve them in fighting against other people to 
whom also th^' were atnga, no social difficulty would ^se 
but otherwise it would do so; and we have an example of this’ 
with reference to these Atua families, for Kramer tells us how 

*"o village districts in Atua—Saluafata’ 
WosWp relations with the Malietoa 
of T^n^ga, fought with them against Aana and Atua! 
Falealili having done so to the very last, when all the other 

‘ Goodenough. p. 199. 
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aif^a families had lone since deserted them*. We can see in 
this a picture of a nuniber of families living in Atua, but ainga 
to the Malietoa of Tuamasanga, placed in a difficulty between 
their duty to their own divisional king, to whom they were 
also ainga^ and to this outside king, and of the way in which 
they supported the Malietoa at the outset, but, with one ex¬ 
ception, dropped off and deserted him. 

An interesting example of the social, as distin™shed from 
the local, basis of co-operation in war is afforded by the island 
of Savai'i. We have seen in the discussion of social grouping 
tlut there were, scattered round the coast of that island, the 
village districts of two families, the Tangaroa and Muliana, 
which, though of common orimn, had become quite distinct; 
and we have seen that each of them elected its own chief or 
head. I will make the geographical distribution of their village 
districts clear by giving a list of them all, starting at the north¬ 
western comer of Savaii, travelling eastw’ards, and so going 
round the island, giving the names of the village districts in 
the order in which they occur, and adding in brackets after 
the name of each village district the initial of the name of the 
family whose home it was. On the north coast (one near its 
western end and the other near its eastern end) were Vaisala (T) 
and Safune (T). On the east coast were Lealatele (M), Amoa 
(M) and (in the little islet of Iva) Vaiafai (T). On the south 
co^t was Sili (in Ngautavai) (T) and Ngataivai (M)—these two 
being close together. On the west coast was S^ailua (M). 

Now’ Kr^er tells us of inter-village fighting which once 
took place in Savai*i. Sili (in Ngautavai) w-as fighting against 
its next-door neighbour Ngataivai; Iv'a (that is Vai^ai) was 
engaged with Amoa, some way north up the coast, wth inter¬ 
vening village districts of other families between them; there 
was a conflict between Salailua, some w’ay down towards the 
south on the western coast, and Vaisala, on the north coast, 
just beyond the north-western point, several other village dis¬ 
tricts being between them; and Saffine, on the north coast, 
was struggling with Lealatele, not far off, but round the north¬ 
eastern headland,and with interv'ening village districts-. A com¬ 
parison of the names will show that it was a fight between 
the Tangaroa people on the one hand, and the Muliana people 
on the other—evidently a struggle between the two families. 

I suggest that this points definitely to social grouping, based 

* Krimer, SJ. vol, i, p. 14. • Ibid. p. 117. 
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on family relationship, and not to local grouping, based upon 
common habitation of a geographical area. Probably these two 
families were not the exclusive occupants of the respective 
village districts concerned ; but possibly it was they alone who 
took part in the fighting. During the war the son of a Muliana 
woman by a batata (Tuamasanga) husband was surprised 
whilst fishing by people from Sili and Vaiafai, and killed; and 
his mother’s lament over his death is full of reproaches against 
the leading people of each of the four Muliana village districts 
for not having saved him*; thus illustrating still mrther the 
idea of the duty of mutual defence as betvN'een the scattered 
branches of the same family. 

I have no doubt that with further search I could find other 
examples illustrating the bearing of social relationship on war, 
but those given are, I think, sufficient to illustrate the matter. 

1 have referred in a previous chapter to the extraordinary 
privileges which, accormng to Pritchard and Kramer, were 
accorded to a sister’s son prior to and in the course of the 
fighting. 

Kramer giy^ us scattered information as to bonds of union, 
apparently military or largely so, between some of the village 
districts, though he says very little about them, and does not 
offer any explanation. The connection appears to have been 
distinct from that between prajing {alataua) and fighting (ituau) 
villages to which I have referred m discussing piolidcal areas 
and systems — indeed the examples given by Kramer are all in 
.Aana and Atua, which, as we have seen, did not possess alataua 
districts, except so far as their chief council places (Leulu* 
moenga and Lufilufi) took upon themselves the office. Nofoali’i 
and Satapuala were bound together in war, the bond being 
called lat^o ma tapuala^. These were two village districts on 
the north coast of Aana, and as there were other village districts 
between them, the bond can hardly have been local (as dis- 
tin^ished from social) in character. Falelatai formed a union 
with Falease'ela and Lefanga called laulua a to*omanga; the 
basis of the connection was mutual suppiort, this being indi¬ 
cated by the term t&omanga, which Kramer interprets as 
lean exhausted on the staff, while the other comes 
to aid . These were village districts on the south coast of Aana. 
Fasito outa and Fasito'otai called each other brothers, and with 

9 PP* ”7 * Ibid. p. ICC. 
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their sister Faleasi‘u were collectively called Pito'au. They not 
only held an important position in peace, but also led in war 
—apparently, from the context, this referred to a war by all 
Aana^ These were all village districts on the north shore of 
Aana; Fasito'uta and Faleasi*u adjoined each other, but Fasi- 
to'ot^ was separated from the other two by inten’ening village 
districts. Saluafata and Solosolo called each other brothers, 
and the bond was called lauhia a le atua^. These were nvo 
neighbouring village districts on the north coast of Atua, 

I have not been able to find any evidence giving a clue to 
the ori^n of the connections between these ullage districts 
except in the case of the brother village districts in Aana of 
Fasito‘otai and Fasito'outa. As regards them, there was a story 
of a dying chief of Aana who made his appointment (what 
writers speak of as a “ will ”) thus; he broke his t&oto'o (sceptre) 
in two, and gave half to each of his two sons, appointing one to 
rule over the district to seaward (Fasito'otai) and the other to rule 
over the district further inland (Fasito*outa)®. A curious feature 
of this case is the recognition of the village district of Faleasi‘u 
as sister of the other two. As to this I draw attention to what 
has appeared in the discussion, under the heading of matri- 
lineal descent, of the custom for a succeeding chief to give a fine 
mat to his sister on the death of his predecessor, and to the ex¬ 
tension of that custom to the descendants of the brother and 
sister, concerning which Kr^er says that one family was the 
brother and the other the sister, and to Schultz’s statement as 
to the practice of distinguishing, for the purpose of inheritance, 
which, as I pointed out, involved succession, between the 
descendants from the common ancestor through the male and 
female sides respectively. It may well be, in me case of these 
brothers and sister village districts, that the people thought 
that the families occupying two of them were descended from 
two brothers, and the family occupying the third village district 
w'as descended from their sister. It is possible that this had 
also been a case of the establishment of a sister’s family near 
to those of her two brothers for the purpose of keeping the 
peace between them, and exercising some sort of control over 
them in the way disclosed by the story of the brothers Lafai 
and Fune and their aunt (their father’s sister) Fotu, which is 
also discussed in connection w ith matrilineal descent. However 

* Ibid, p. 153. * Ibid. p. 275. 
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all this may be, I think it probable that these connected villages 
were teund together by a tie of kinship, though I have not the 
materiaJ to prove it. 

1 niay say, concerning the subject of vendetta, that punish¬ 
ment for wrong-doing was in some cases inflicted by the/ono; 
but that the matter rested to a large degree with the parties 
themselves, and it is to this portion of the subject that I am 
now' ^ing to draw attention. Vengeance for murder w'as, 
according to Wilkes, uiflicted by the ** friends” of the murdered 
man, but it fell, not only on the guilty party, but on his friends 
relations, w'ho, with their property, were subjects of retalia¬ 
tion ; in connection with this he speaks of the injured peopie, 
who might accept compensation, as including the man’s family, 
friends, village, or whole district, which, according to my inter¬ 
pretation, means in effect his social group, great or small 
i urner says that death was the usual punishment for murder 
and adultery and the “injured part)'” was at liberty to seek 
revenge on tlie brother, son, or any member of the family to 
which the guilty part)' belonged-. Stair says that in cases of 
adultery ^e injured party and his “friends” watched for an 
opportunity to wreak their vengeance upon the offender, or the 
first person belonging to his settlement (my village district) 
they could catch®. He speaks of the punishment by destruction 
of propert)', including houses, live-stock and plantations, being 
inflirted by one family on another, and sometimes by the w'hole 
district, and points out that thus a whole family or district 
suffered for the offence of one of its members'*. Elopement by 
the Wife of a chief with another chief was a cause of war between 
the subjects of the tw'o chiefs®; and elopement by the discarded 
wife of a chief with a commoner was followed by the clubbing 
of either the lov'er or any near relative of his, either of which 
was regarded as a sufficient retribution, and removed all the 
husband’s claim to the mrl®» Williams tells us of the killing of 
a Samoan chief whose death was the subject of rejoicing by all 
p^es, but which nevertheless had to be avenged because of 
his relationship and the binding rule of vengeance ’ Accordinu^ 
to Hood, the appropriate atonement tvas a life fo^ 
he refers to the killing by a chief of an English sailor, which in 
consequence of the low class of the latter was considered to 
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be atoned for safTicientJy by the killlrtg of a low-caste Samoan^- 
Stuebel says death was requited by deaths they did not wait 
to catch the murderer, but would kill any member of his family^. 
According to von Biilow^ punishment for murder, homicide or 
adulterj' was left to private vengeance, which was directed not 
only against the person of the criminal, but against any member 
of bis kin^» Ella says blood revenge was insatiable until a 
rictim had been obtained to appease the thirst for vengeance^. 

TONGA 

There is no information from Tonga by which we can 
associate war definitely with social groups, but there are a few 
short statements to which I will refer. West says that in a war 
of any magnitude universal conscription was enforced, none 
being excused but the aged or bodily infirm^; and that great 
chiefs had to support the king, militar^'^ ser\ ice being the title 
by Tivhich they retained their possessions®, Thomson tells us 
that each chief had hereditary retainers who followed him to 
battle". If we have reached the conclusion that grouping in 
Tonga was probably primarily social, then we may believe that 
the basis of support in war was similar to that of Samoa; and 
Thomson's reference to hereditary retainers suggests that the 
people w’ho fiad to fight with a chief were those ^o and whose 
ancestors had followed him and his ancestors in the past, in 
w hich case there is a probability, seen in the evidence adduced 
as to social grouping, that the link between him and them w as 
social in character. 

Mariner says that in a civil war it often happened that sons 
had to fight against their fathers, and brothers against their 
brothers, this being rendered common by the adherence to an 
old-established custom binding every' man in honour to join 
the cause of that chief on whose island he happened to be® at 
the time the war was declared, unless some circumstance, such 
as particular relationship between great men, en^ged the chief 
of the island, upon earnest request, to give him' liberty' to 

' Hood, pp, *31 * Stucbcl, p, 133; cf. p, 134. 
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deprn^; and he gives an example of an attack upon a fortress, 
pnor to iviiich toe related people on the two opposing sides 
were given an opponunity of meeting to take vviiat migL be a 
last farewell of one another, those in the fortress coming out 
for the purpose2. Thomson refers to the custom for each man 
to tight on the side of the people w'ith whom he happened to 
be on the outbreak of hostilities, but says nothing about the 
possible obtaining by a man of permission to depart. He tells 
us, howcverj, of an attack in 1840 by Josiah Tubu upon an 
enemy garrison, prior to which an intimation was, by his 
mstructions, given by such of his people aa had relations or 
mends among the enemy that they might desert, assuring 
mem of safety { numbers of them did this, and joined the 
besiegers, thus leaving the garrison too weak to resist, and 
resulting in their surrender without the loss of a single Kfe^. 
The practice, referred to by Mariner, of giving a man liberty 
to depart is, I suppose, based upon an objection to fighting 
between relations, such as we have seen in Samoa. In the 
case quoted by Thomson the deserters were probably related 
to the people in the garrison, as well as to members of the 
attaciung pa^, and perhaps had to elect whether to join In 
tighung their relations outside or to join in fighting their 
relations inside- I may point out, however, that an assurance 
or s^ety may have meant that they would not be expected 
to join the attacking party in the expected battle, in which case 
their desertion W'ould have got them and their relatives on the 
other aide out of their difficult)', even if there had been a fight. 

I have found no Tongan evidence bearing upon the question 
of vendetta. 

There are one or tw'o passages in Mariner which perhaps 
sug^t the po^ibility of divine disapproval of fighting between 
relatives. Having told us that fighting on consecrated ground 
was a tabooed act, for which atonement by sacrifice would have 
to be made to the gods (which is of course another matter) he 
goes on to say that if a man were guilt)’ of theft or any other 
crtf^ (my itaUra) he had broken the taboo, and w-as supposed 
to be hable to be bitten by sharks^. The juxtaposition of these 
wo statements suggests the possibility that he had in his mind 
fighting as a crune, and the vengeance of the sharks would 
obviously be under supernatural direction i also the disapproval 
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of fighting would hardly apply to war against a stranger. Then 
again he tells us that on the occasion of a peace-malting the 
persons who conducted the negotiations wore the tokens of 
humility [mats and green leaves], “ not towards the enemy, but 
to the gods, as fulfilling a commission sacred m its nature**^. 

SOCIETY ISLANDS 

Our knowledge of the political division of the Society Islands 
is neither so exact nor so minute as that of which we can avail 
ourselves in considering matters relating to Samoa. Ra'iatea 
had from distant times had its kings whose rule extended over 
the whole island, and Borabora was under the jurisdiction of a 
king, Tahiti, on the other hand, was divided into a number of 
separate areas, each of which had its own king or ruler; but 
pnor to the intervention of white men in relatively modern 
times there had been no one who could be called king of the 
whole island. No doubt, w'hen either Ra'iatea or Borabora was 
at war with people from some other island, its king would call 
out the people to fight; but this fact, even if assumed, does not, 
in the absence of definite evidence of a general social relation* 
ship of the inhabitants of each of these i^ands, help us much in 
deiing with the question now under consideration. As regards 
Tahiti* writers seem to have imagined sometimes that powerful 
head chiefs or kings of certain districts ruled the whole island; 
but I think that, in spite of this we may regard their evidence 
as referring to the customs of head chiefs of districts or asso¬ 
ciated groups of districts, and in considering the evidence I 
do so with this reservation. 

The Teva people provide us with what seems to be a clear 
example. There was between them, according to their tradition, 
a social connection of common ancestry^; each of their eight 
districts had its chief, and one of these—originally, apparently, 
the Vaiari chief, but afterwards the chief of Papara — was the 
head chief of all the Teva; and this head chief could call out 
all the Teva districts to war* and they would obey his summons^. 
I do not think this general statement is weakened by the fact 
that in the attack upon Amo and Purea of Papara a Teva chief 
joined with the people of Attahuru against them; such tilings 
happen sometimes, and in this case the reason seems to have 
been the need to thwart Purea’s ambitious desire to secure for 

^ Ibidy vol. t, p. 194. * Ari'i Tsinmi, pp. 8 
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her son a domin^ing position in Tahiti as a whole, a condition 
wmeh^ as An i Tajinai has had never prevailed before 
Passing now to ^nep evidence, EHis says that when war was 
determined the kings herald was sent round the island or the 
dependent districts, and aU were required to arm, and repair 
to the appointed rende 2 vous, and a subsequent reference to 
the leading to war by the chief of each district of his own 
tenantry shows that the summons ivas sent by the head chief 
or king of the whole area to the chiefs of districts, each of 
whom 'vould cdlect his own peopled This practice in war is 
refeped to by Cook also^- and Moerenhout says that refusal 
to obey the summons was a sign of revolt^. The value for our 
present purpose of this evidence depends of course upon a 
supposition of soaal relationship, such as we have seen in 
bamoa, between the king and his chiefs of districts and be¬ 
tween them and tbeir follow-ers, * 


1 have not found any general statement that it was a chieFs 
duty to ^ to the help in war of a relative in some other part of 
the island or the Society ^oup, or any proved example oT such 
a thing having occuired. The London missionaries refer to two 
incidents, however, which at all events point in this direction 
On oneoc^ion a m^e was received by Pomare I announ¬ 
cing that the island of Ra latea was at war with another island 
^d w^ not w^mg. So Pbmare, “ who is a near relation ’* of 
the chief of Ra'iatca. sent him muskets, and he and his son Tu 
went to Pare to pray for the success of these weapons^ The 
o^er incident was the receipt by Pomare of news that the 
c^ef of Borabora, a relation of his,” was in a dangerous 
situation his country being involved in war, and he himself 
wounded; so Captain Wilson promised Pomare that he would 
visit Borabora and give the chief some muskets* The dose 
relationship of Pomare to the royal family of Ra’iatea has been 
di^losed m a previous chapter, and he probably would also he 
related to the chiefs of Borabora. as it and Ra‘iatea Tern cK 
associated; but I have not investigated this point. The mission^ 

to the relationship in 

both cases, Pomare only sent arms, and did nnf ^ 

to the a^istance of the Sings of Ra'iatea and Borabora- butlt 
may be that there was a reason why he could not do more than 


' EUis* ixj]. X, p. S79, 

• Moerrnhout, voJ, ii, p. 32, 
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this—indeed it is possible that it was all he had been asked 
to do. 

Whatever may have been the mere human and social views 
of the Soriet}'' Islanders as to fighting between near relations, 
it must have been a thing to be avoided because of the grave 
disapproval of it exhibited by the Gromaltta, who, I may say, 
were the spirits of dead relations. These spirits preserv^ 
peace in families, and punished the slightest domestic dis¬ 
sensions or quarrels with illness or other evUs, smiting the 
quarrellers themselves, their children, or those most dear to 
them indiscrimmately^* In Tahiti, according to the evidence, 
the great war god Oro had to be satisfied as to the need for 
and justice of proposed hostilities, or at all events propitiated, 
before groups of people commenced them, Ellis that 
w'here w'ar was in agitation a human saertfioe w^as offered to 
Oro* His image wras brought out, and a red feather, taken from 
the person of the i^ctim [? or from the image], was given to 
the proposing fighters, by whom it w^as regarded as the symbol 
of Oro^s presence and sanction* The explanation given of this 
is that the commencement of war, the violation of a treaty, 
was called the aoti a pito, the cutting of the cord of union, and 
the human sacrifice was offered to prevent the gods from being 
angry at the treachery®* So again he tells us that in the cere¬ 
mony of making peace at the conclusion of the hostilities a 
strip of native doth, sometimes red on one side and white on 
the other [red and white were both sacred] was joined together 
by both parties in token of their union; imprecations were 
invoked on those who should rend the apaa pta or band of 
peace, and the apaa pia and a WTcath of green boughs which 
had previously been woven by the two parties as a bond of 
reconciliation and friendship were offered to the gods, who 
w'ere called upon to avenge the treachej^' of those who should 
rend the band or break the wreath®. These two ceremonies, 
taken together, seem to be capable of the explanation that on 
the making of peace the parties entered into a mutual covenant, 
and each of them gave, as it were, security to the other for its 
adhesion to its bond by subjecting itself to divine vengeance in 
case it broke that bond, and so, if it afterwards proposed to do 
so, had to secure divine sanction of the bteach; but I think 
there was something more in the matter. 

* M^renhout, vol. i, p. 454; cf* pp* 538 iq. 

^ EIU«, vol. I, p. 27S. ^ ibid^ p. jiS— 
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hdpf so she appealed to certain chiefs to whom she was related^ 
basing her claim on relationship, and in each place she cut 
her head \yith shark's toothy thus signifying a blood feud ; some 
of the chiefs refused, but this was merely because none of 
them was powerful enough to undertake iJie vendetta; ulti¬ 
mately she secured the support of a chieftainess, and was taken 
to 3 taboo stream pd her blood washed off, this being appar¬ 
ently the ceremonial method of undertaking the revenge, and 
the cry was “Death to the Atifoos, in Moorea (Eimeo) and 
Tahiti none shall hve'"^ 

This shedding by a person of his o^-n blood as a symbol of 
a blood feud, and the washing of it off by another person is 
an interesting matter. I have referred to the attempt of a 
chieftainess relation of Purea to dispute the high position which 
she was claiming for her son, and to the cutting by this lady 
of her head with a shark's tooth, letting the blood flow into a 
hole which she had dug in the ground, as a protest and an 
appeal to blood, which, unless wiped away, had to be atoned 
by blood, and to the drying up of the blood by Amo's brother, 
the high priest of Amo and Purea, whereby he wiped away the 

as far as he was concerned. Baessler, in describing a 
TaJutian marae, refers to tw'o stones with cavities in them, 
called upu or stones of vengeance, upu meaning literally 
“prayer.” He sa^ that if anyone suffered a wrong, he fled to 
these stones, cut his face with sharks’ teeth, made a loud plaint, 
and let blood flow into the cavity. If the high priest recognized 
the plaint as just, he washed the blood out as a sign that he 
took the matter on himself and would induce the chief to 
avenge the petitioner; but if he left the blood alone, the suit 
was rejected^. These three examples ail agree in showing that 
the shedding of a person's owti blood w'as a symbol of blood 
revenge, though apparently the offence to be avenged w^as not 
necessarily that or killing or blood shedding. The vvipii^g out 
of the blood is explained in tw'o cases to have been a sign of 
active help, but in the other to have been only one of exclusion 
from the feud. 

HERVEY ISLANDS 

1 have referred in a previous chapter to the main groups of 
people, each with its traditional origin, and each with its own 
special god, into w'hich the population of the island of Mangaia 

^ Arii Taintai, pp. 164 iqq. * N. 5 .R. pp. 
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®’*!. refers to these groups, eallin? 

them, som^mes tribes," sometimes " clans.’^He*^is dearlf 
speaking of them when he says that in Mangaia each cIm had 

one*»r«ff ‘V®""?®- traditions and songs, and fXmed 

"tth a single head and ptedgelto defend one 

alwavfat u*h M clans, he tells us, were almost 

oeTl^l m ^ ®° that a man was often com- 

u-ni.m K his wife’s nearest relativ'es'; and this 

have been m *® seen, these clans seem to 

1 1,™ r ■ j *’”*“*■ c*t>gatnous intermarryins grouns 

llKhdo fn“ K “ "Sht to s^onKd 

The Mangaians recognized the wrongfulness of killing a 

®® *” disapproval ^s 

assocuted with their attitude in the matter. Thii is oerhans 

^en in their ^odation, to which I have already refemed If 

1 !i ^V*‘ .It® "o scfusm or rent in the former 
i^ed'i^rfi ‘^1 to divisions and trouble with war and blood- 
^ed in the laner; but we have more definite evidence of it 
G.U says ,t was wrong to kill a relative, and such ^ art wil d 

^^''“®^i*te punishmem ^f rte 
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paternal rdatives of the other d£,, anTfor S " .h' 
goib punished him udth insanity, which was not remold umU 
he had made atonement to them®, We find a variatiol^^nf tk- 
Idea in a statement that it tvas t^^atuaT^e ^ ® 

m?eht bl'd^ fellow-worshipper by stealth, tho^h in genrtd it 
mwht be done in battle; but the stealthy blow wa= !l^!iiij " 
inlhctedontheBod himself tho lifer,! _r^ regarded as 
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Mangma affords some curious illustrations of expedients for 
getting rid of blood relations or fellow-worshippers without 
personally killing them. We are told that Teuanuku, Lord of 
Man^a, seduced the wife of Raei^ a second^ chief. They 
W'ere both worshippers of the eod Motoro; so Raei could not him* 
seif kill Teuanuku, but employed for the purpose a member of 
the Tongan tribe^, who were not worshippers of this god. A chief 
named Oriau, by thieving in another part of the island^ had 
incurred the vengeance of the entire population of that district, 
w'hich they had WTcaked upon the cnief's cousin, who was 
himself also a chief. The cousin therefore punished Oriau by 
hurling him down a chasm, but it did not kill himi and he 
managed to crawl out, and soon after repeated the offence with 
the same undesirable consequences to his cousin as before; so 
the cousin again threw him into the chasm, being determined 
that he should die, and this time he was first bound hand and 
foot, so that he could not escape. It is explained in the narrative 
that '* according to the ideas of those days/’ the cousin dared 
not shed the man*s blood, save on the field of battle, under 
pain of offending their clan-god Motoro It will be noticed 
that this is not quite consistent with certain previous statements, 
because of the idea involved in it that killing was allowed pro¬ 
vided blood was not spilt. The king of Mangaia, w'ho told this 
story to Gill, added that he himself took part in disposing in 
the same way of a relative who had repeated offences of a 
similar kind^. Potai, who wanted to bring about the death of 
his uncle Namu, and dare not kill him with his own hands, got 
out of the difficulty by securing him by the hair, w'hilst he w^as 
speared to death by others*. A curious feature of this case is 
found in the lament for Namu, in w^hich we are told that '*the 
garment of the uncle w^as rent by the nephew^/’ this being 
interpreted by Gill to be a figurative way of saying that claims 
of kindred w ere disregarded by Potai, the garment representing 
the entire clan, w'hich was split up by the murder of Namu®. 

Rongo was the great war god of Mangaia, and though he 
w'as primarily and more especially the god of the Ngariki 
groups, he had, as we have seen, to be acknowledged by the 
chiefs of the other groups also. I have in a previous chapter 
referred to the rules that blood might not be spilt without the 
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consent of the great sacred chief given in the name of Rongo, 
whose high priest he wasj that war couJd not be commenced 
\Mthout previous human sacrifice, the victim being offered by 
the ^cred chief to the god; and that subsequently, on the 
termination of the war* it was necessary that before the solemn 
drum of peace another human victim should be 
offered to Ron^* Human sacrifice before war was, I think, a 
practice in \'anous parts of Polynesia, and could be readily 
explained as being merely intended, as very likely it was in 
many islands, to secure the helpful support in the fighting of 
me god, I suggested as regards Tahiti, however, where we had 
definite evidence of disapproval by the oroffuitua of internal 
quarrelling and fighting, that the human sacrifice offered to 
Oro before commencing war w as based upon the belief that 
this god disapproved of fighting between hia worshippers, this 
being consistent with some features of the ceremonies before 
and after the fighting, in Mangaia, as we have seen, the eods 
disapproved of the killing of a relative, either in peacef or 
appar^tly, in war, or, as it is put in one case, of a feilow^ 
w'orslupper, though the latter is said to have been in penerai 
permissible in battle. The Mangaian ceremonies before and 
after w'ar do not present the special features which induced me 
to suggest t^he idea of divine disapproval In Tahiti; but I again 
pomt out ^at wars between one clan and another W'ould often 
involve fighting betw^een near relatives, and that Rongo w-as in 
a way a national god of the whole island and suggest the 
pf^sibility that the Mangaian ceremonies had their nasis or 
origin in ideas similar to those which I have previousiv sug¬ 
gested concerning Tahiti, ^ 

^^^ards the question of vendetta, they had, according to 
Williams, a custom, called ono, of systematic revenge for the 
killing o^r injuring of a relative, the duty of vengeance being 
pa^d dowm as a legacy from father to son, even up to the 
th^d or fou^ generation, and the punishment might fall 
either upon the offender hi^lf or upon some other member 
of his fami v“. We are told of a priest-king of Mangaia who 

his fmily In BUrotonga, m case of theft, the relatives and 
friends of the aggrieved would go to the house of the offender, 
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and take any article of value ^ perhaps break down his house 
and destroy his bananas, the thief being sometimes killed on 
the spot^. In Mangaia the murder of a near relative was often 
punished by setting lire to the house of the murderer when he 
and his family were fast asleep in it^. According to pertain 
specific accountst a man^s duty to help and protect his own 
relations extended to his wife's brother^ and even other rela¬ 
tions of hers^ Writers give some historicai examples of the 
operation of the system of the family character of punishment®; 
but I need not detail these here. As a final illustration of the 
social character of all these practices, I refer to a statement by 
Moss that in Rarotonga, though no person wronged by another 
member of his own family w'ould think of seeking legal redress, 
even if land had been fraudulently alienated, bitter feuds arose 
between separate families, and sometimes extended to the 
ngati and the tribe. Pride of place and Mwer found vent in a 
corporate, instead of an individual form^. 

Gill, speaking presumably of Mangaia, and perhaps of other 
islands, says that in order that the duty of revenge might not 
be forgotten, it was customary to make tattoo marks on the 
throat and arms^, Buzacott says that in 1828 the Rarotongans 
were notorious for their vengefulness. On receiving an injury, 
if it could not be avenged at the moment, it would be recorded 
by a (xrtain mark tattooed on the throat. If the father died 
unavenged, the son would receive the mark on his throat; ^d 
thus it would go on from generation to generation, and nothing 
w'ouId obliterate the injury hut the death of some one of the 
family by whom it had been inflicted. Some had two marks, 
others three, and some so many that their throats were covered 
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I have not been able to demonstrate the social relationship 
between adjoining groups and sub-groups of people in Nuku- 
hiva except in the case of the Teii folk of Anna Mana Bay; 
but as regards this I have showm in a previous chapter that 
there were several districts in this bay, each w'ith its chief, that 
the chief of one of those districts w’as king over them all, and 
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that the chiefe of the other districts seem to have been related 
closely to him, iJius forming something m the nature of a 
family circle. It is In the light of this information! chat we may 
read Shillibeer’s statement that this kingdom was subdivided 
into villages or districts,, each having a chief tributary to the 
king, who was at all times ready to lead his warriors to battle 
at the sound of the conch^. It is extremely probable that a 
Similar system prevailed in the districts and sub-districts of 
P^ris of tJie island, and if so we may reasonably think 
that the basis of co-operation m w'ar w^as primarily social in 
charactetn. *1 he effect of the social bond upon war is found also 
m the custom under which any member of a group nearly 
related by blood or marriage to persons of another, might, not 
only d^ing peace, but also in time of w-ar, pass witli impunity 
from the territories of the one to those of the other, and b'e 
regarded as a friend in both2; and such persons were employed 
to bear proposals for peace®. It is also found in the fact that 
in acts of Violence anti death m w'ar persons and fairulies allied 
by marriage were alwa}.^ spared h 

A curious conception of the effect of an intermarriage be¬ 
tween two groups which would otherwise be under no restraint 
against fighting with each other is disclosed by the following 
fhe son of the king or chief of the Tayo Hoae [Teii of 
Taio-hae, or Anna M^a, Bay] tribe had married the daughter 
of me king of the Taipii tribe, and she had come to him by 
the sea. Hence the two tribes were in a way united; but only 
as regarded the sea. This was therefore taboo, and could not 
be contaminated by blood of intertribal fighting, and the tribes 
could not therefore engage in nav^l warfare; but they could 
fight by land as hard as th^ iiked. To this situation there 
were two possible sequels. One was that the prince should 
quarrel with his wife, and she return home to her parents- this 
w'ould have removed the bond, and its consequent taboo* and 
naval fightmg would at once have been permissible. The other 
was that she should die among her husband’s people: in that 
case the sea taboo would have extended to the land, and neace 
wou d be assured; for she would have become an atu/snd 
would hover over •' these reriom," and might not be disturbed. 

^^ ^ necessary- peace with a tribe 

- St^Kt, lol. 1, p. 13 ,. Cf. Portsr, vol. II, p. 4,; Vinctndon-Dumoulin. 


/JVf. p. *' 

* vincendoa^DumouUn, p. agS, 


Sttwari, voL i, p, 3^7. 


MARQUESAS 351 


of the interior, whose king had married a Tayo Hoae princess. 
This prevented war between them by land; and, as they could 
not fight at sea, peace reigned supreme^. 

The general question of disapproval of fighting between 
relations, and of the vendetta or clan principles disclosed by 
the methods of revenge, is illustrated by the following state¬ 
ments. Mathias says 3 iat, though the ** tribes” were ferocious 
and savage towards one another, members of the same tribe 
were gentle and amiable. If the taboo w^as observed, every 
member of the tribe enjoyed libert^-^; there ivcre no reprisals, 
and no quarrels or disputes even among the children; and a 
case of homicide within the tribe was imheard oP, Melville 
gives glowing accounts of the kindness, humanity, good fellow¬ 
ship, affection and absence of internal quarrelling which he 
noticed among the Taipii®. War sometimes arose from a petty 
theft or an insult or injury offered to an individual, in the 
resentment of which the w'hole power of the tribe” to which 
he belonged was called into action^. In a of murder the 
”family” of the murdered man united against the murderer^ 
but the needful revenge Tvas receded as accomplished by killing, 
not necessarily the murderer himself, but either him or some 
member, even a woman or child, of his family^. Abductions 
w'ere sometimes followed by tribal wars®. Coulter was told by 
a Nukuhivan chief that his old mother and little child had once 
been carried off, and the chief showed him five skulls of persons 
whom he had killed in revenge, but added these were not yet 
enough for the child 

Tautain says that a tattoo mark representing a hook on a 
man's cheek and neck was an indication of a paidge, and that 
in case of vengeance to be exercised, women often had one side 
of the chest, including the breast, tattooed^. ” Grudge " sounds 
feeble, but it must imply some idea of vengeance ^ unfortun¬ 
ately i have not in my copy of this passage a note of the French 
terminology of the original. So also, according to Porter, old 
men sometimes had the head entirely shaved, except for one 
lock, worn loose or put up in a knot, on the crown; this mode 
was only adopted by them when they had made a solemn vow. 
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such as to avenge the death of some near refation, and the 
lock was never cot off until the vow had been fulfilled^. Baessler 
says that an image 4 to 8 cm. long* carved out of human bones, 
and fastened to a strand of the hair of the head, was worn 
until the death of a friend or relation to whom it referred had 
been avenged®, E>es Vergnes also refers to these objects, but 
could not nnd out what they signified®; von den Steinen speaks 
of them as emblems of vengeance, and says they were images 
of the ancestor gods'*. 


PAUMOTU 

We have seen ^e evidence, small in quantity and fragmentary 
in character, which seems to indicate a probable reiationsbip 
between the king of Man^reva and his chiefs, and perhaps 
between the latter and the villages in their districts; antfCaillot 
says that the kings of Taravai were relations of those of Man- 
gareva, and were almost always their allies^, though elsewhere 
he tells us that the Taravai kings along with others from time 
to time stood on no ceremony as regards making war on their 
suzerain®. This last statement, pointing merely to a readiness 
to rebel against him, does not however destroy any inference 
as to the general custom for them to support him, an example 
of which may be seen in the support they gave him in fiehtmff 
agamst Taku, CaiUot, in spe^ng 0/* rivalry between 
Rikitea (the home of the kings) and Taku, explains that private 
quarrels gave birth to public quarrels, for the collective body 
of natives was aifeaed by an offence against an indiridual,'^ 
and caused national wars’. Moerenhout says that a dying 
father would tell his son the name of an enemy on whom he 
had not been able to avenge himself, and the son on dying 
would teU his son, and so on®. There arc examples of this 
^stem of vengeance. According to one story, Moeava of 
Tak^oa Island, whose doings have been told in part in a 
previous chapter, in avenging the murder of his adopted cM- 
dren, not only slew some men who had apparently taken part 
in the deed, but sailed the seas among the islands that had been 
implicated in the matter, and massacred their inhabitants with¬ 
out mercy®. So again there is an account of a case of eleven 
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warriors who> on landing on an Island, learnt that several of 
their people who liad gone there before them had been tilled, 
whereupon they killed every man, woman and child on the 
island^* 

NiUE 

1 have found no information about Niue touching the ques¬ 
tion of social war, except w'hat has appeared in previous 
chapters* There were two main groups of people, occupying 
the northern and southern portions of the island, who from 
time immemorial had fought with each other; but, though it 
seems probable that they were, or had been, two separate social 
groups of different origins, there is no evidence to prove this* 
As regards personal matters, whilst the slaying of a potential 
enemy was a virtue, the murder of a member of the tribe was 
punished by death 

ROTUMA 

^Fhere is, I think, reason for thinking that the people of each 
of the several districts into w'hich Rotuma was divided formed 
a social group, the chief of the district bearing the family or 
group name; and if this was so, then the statement that the 
groups w'ere often at war w^th one another suggests that their 
warfare was largely social in character* 

FOTUNA 

We have seen how in Tahiti a woman bathed herself in the 
blood of her murdered sons on swearing revenge, and that a 
blood feud was sometimes indicated by a person causing his 
own blood to flow. There is an account of fighting in Fotuna 
in which the brother of the conquered king being wounded, 
his wife collected in her hands the blood flownng from the 
wound, and threw it on her head, uttering terrible cries, and 
the relations of the other wounded collected their blood up to 
the last drop, and even licked the leaves of grass and shrubs 
that had been stained with it®. It seems quite possible that we 
have here another example of the same idea* 

UVEA 

The prevalence of what I am calling vendetta in Uvea 
is suggested by the statement that if a man committed 
adulterj' with the wife of another man, his whole village might 

* Montiton,voLvi,p.soj, * Thomson, SJ.p. io 4 ’ * 
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be pilbged or racked by the relatives of the injured man, for 
there the fault of the individual was generally avenged by 
punishing all his neighbours^; and there is a reference to a case 
in which a murder “according to the custom of the country" 
set the whole village at the mercy of the king, in consequence 
of which the villagers retreated to a neighbouring islet^* 

EASTER ISLAND 

Geiseler refers to a past custom of blood vengeance, which 
had become rare, but which was alw ays required in the case 
of the killing of a relation, and sometimes involved the killing 
of the murdererchildren®* 

TIROPIA 

In Tikopia we find the belief in divine disapproval of internal 
quarrelling in the statement that if disputes arose the chiefs 
rebuked the offenders, and said that the spirits would kill them^* 

NEW HEBRIDES ISLANDS 

Gunn says that in Fotuna the people were exceedingly clan¬ 
nish. When a fight was imminent, they would rush for their 
implements of war to help their friends. Those who were on 
go^ terms in ordinary circumstances ranged themseives on 
opposite sides in batde, according to their relationship to the 
cnief combatants®. Every injury', great or small, done to person 
or property', and every hard word, was avenged. If one of a 
tribe killed or wounded a man, his friends killed or wounded 
one of that tribe*. An example is given of a man who was 
shot, and whose brother immediately tried to shoot a relation 
of the man w ho was believed to have been the murderer L On 
the other hand they apparently believed that the gods dis¬ 
approved of family quarrelling, because there is a record of a 
case in w'hich the death of a child was attributed to the sin of 
quarrelling betvs'een the parents®. In Aniwa the victim of 
revenge might be the suspected enemy, or any of his family, 
or his ^'illage, or even of his tribe®* An example of this is 
given, and a feature of it is that the avengers, not being able 
to reach the objects of their vengeance, who were in a district 

1 ^ J’jF* vol- XIII, p. 15, ' Mang«rat, vol, i, p. 167* 

* G«i»e]er, p* * D'tJrville, /Imo, vol. v pp 308 jo 

" Gunn* pp. 24815* * IbiJ, pp. Z77 tq. r Jlfid. p, ctf* 

* Ibid. p. 273- I gziheir irom ihe com«tt tWt this uras a pre-Chriaoan belief. 

■ Paton* p. 137, 
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Ajieitcum, ttiadc a deep cut in the earth, which they renewed 
from time to time, or, according to another version, set up 
memoriai sticks, which were replaced as they rotted away, and 
nnaJJy succeeded in killing some people from that same district 
of Aneiteum very many years afterwards^. In Aneiteum aJso 
revenge on account of a murdered father or friend was handed 
down to posterity if not obtained in the lifetime of the injured 
party, and here again there was a practice of planting sticks in 
the ground and renewing them until the wrong was avenged®. 

OBSERVATIONS 

There is a feature in the evidence to which I must draw' 
attention. The subject matter of the discussion has been dis¬ 
approval of fighting w'ithin the social group, and the practice 
of group co-operation in fighting with outsiders; and the evi¬ 
dence shows that in some islands fighting between relatives, 
and the killing of a relation, was disapproved, not only by 
public opinion, hut by the gods. Nevertheless we have the 
statements as to quarrels and revenge, including killing, in 
islands where the belief ^ to diWne disapproval seems to have 
prevailed, and further evidence of this character w'ill appear 
when we consider the administration of justice. 

If we could assume that these quarrels, with their fatal con¬ 
sequences, never took place between members of the same 
social group, there would be no inconsistency in the matter, 
but I do not think they w'ere limited in this way; and indeed 
we shall see that they were in some places the subjects of 
adjudication by the fom or council of the district, which raises 
a presumption, or at all events a probability, that the disputants 
were more or less related to one another. The only explanation 
I can suggest of the inconsistency which seems to be involved 
is that relatives w'ere guilty' from time to time of breaches of 
w'hat I may call clan law — which presumably they would be 
— -and that such breaches made permissible punishment ade¬ 
quate to the offence. Probably the degree of closeness of rela¬ 
tionship which involved the taboo was not clearly defined, and 
perhaps varied in different places; and w'e may well believe 
that personal quarrels of this sort might arise within a clan, 
though the members of the dan had to join together in fighting 
another dan. 

^ Ibid, pp. 143 Murray. Martyrs, p. 1361. Turner, p. 337. 

* Turner, pp. 336 sq. 
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CHAPTER XXV 

THE CHIEFS 


PRELIMINARY 

I NOW propose to consider the various grades or classes 
of society in Polynesia, and in doing this I will commence 
with the chiefs. 1 must* however,, explain, as regards the chiefs, 
the imddle classes, and the order of priesthood, that there are 
certain questions—the relationship between the classes, the 
connection between the sacred and secular offices, and the 
sanctity and powers of the chiefs—which must be postponed 
until I have dealt with council meetings and administration of 
justice, so that this first discussion of ffie matter w-ill in certain 
respects be somewhat restricted, and so far as the chiefs are 
concerned it will be very much so; indeed we shall practically 
be confined to the nomenclature used for the different grades 
of chiefs. I look upon the whole subject in the light of my 
belief that the grouping of the people was primarily social, the 
connection between a great chief or king and the chiefs of the 
several separate districts forming his dominions, and between 
the latter and the chiefs or other heads of villages in those 
districts, and betw'een these again and the domestic households 
within the villages, being pnmarily and in the main one of 
social relationship. When, however, w'e attempt to differentiate 
exactly, w hether by reference to Polynesian or English termino¬ 
logy, betw een ivhat we may properly call chiefs and what we 
should include among the middle classes, w^e find ourselves 
in a difficulty. A person who is styled an 3 rikt\ or by some 
corresponding term^ may properly, I think, be spoken of 
by ua as a chief; but even then the question arises, what do 
we mean by a chief? 1 do not think it is possible to draw any 
defined line of demarcation between a chief and a member of 

^ it the full wim. In the Society Islands, where, aevording to Uic nilc* 
of inicrchj^e of coruonants. the k is wanting, k becomes oTft. In Samoa 
where * m wanting and the r ia chsnecd Into f it becomts oJTf. Jn Tonca 
where the * u present uid the r h changed into n should, I imuEine, be afiAi’i 
but It IS \n tact cjJfei. In the Marc|ucsu, where the k is prctiene and the r is 
wanting, it becomes 0'ikt. 
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the middle classes, because I do not believe there was such a 
line, the middle class people having in fact been, as a rule, 
related, dosdy or distantly, to their chiefs. Even if we reoogn^ffi 
that the term atiki, or its equivalent, was applied primarily to 
a person of relatively high rank who was the official head of a 
social group, there can, 1 think, be no doubt that its application 
was sometimes extended to a number of his near relations, 
including those who had no official position, in recognition of 
their social rank of blood, whilst there would be other less dose 
relatives who would not be regarded a$ entitled to it. I doubt 
w'hether there was, even in any one island, a definite rule as to 
who might, or who might not, properly be called an artki\ or at 
all events as to the actual use of the term. It must be under¬ 
stood therefore that I am here treating what I call the chiefs 
separately from the middle classes merely for the purpose 
of convenience. 

SAMOA 

Wilkes classifies the chiefs of Samoa as being first, the /ripu, 
or chiefs of the highest class; second, the near relatives of the 
chiefs of the first class and others who had large possessions; 
and third, the p^tty chiefs of villagesh Hale classifies them in 
practically the same way^. So does Walpole; but he identifies 
the third class of chiefs with the tuhfak^. Stair says the 
or chiefs were of various ranks and authority. The regal or 
highest title of all was k tupUy literally “the grown,” the tut- 
titles coming next. He thinks the tm- title was the most 
andent, and for a long time the only title used, and as to this 
he suggests that at sorne period of the nation’s history, owing 
to wars and conquests, a number of titles had become merged 
in the conqueror, w^ho thus acquired the regal title of le 
as in the case of the tupu of all Samoa. The ranks and pre¬ 
cedence of other chiefs were indicated in some measure by the 
styles of address adopted towards them. These were three, and 
consisted in the different uses of the words afio, and 
The first ti-vo of these terms were properly used only for chiefs 
of the higher ranks; but the last was a more general term, 
employed in general use as a polite form of address. He also 
refers to the term or sacred chiefs, to whom great 

deference was showm, and examples vvhich he dves of this use 
include the kings of the three main di^dsions of Upolu and a few 

^ VVilkci, vot. It, p. 152. * Hfllc, p. 28. 

= Walpole. vdL u, pp. JSJ iq. 
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others of the leading families of Samoa. PaVa means‘'sacred/' 
and this term al^ was, I think, used as a recognition of the 
divine character of the higher chiefs, rather than as a distinctive 
term for a particular rank. He also mentions the term ao as being 
used with the general meaning of title of a chief of rank^> Turner 
Says there were sometimes a number of people who, though not 
elected to titles of the chieftainships of villages and districts, 
traced their origin to the same stock, being in fact members of 
chief families, and they called themselves chiefs. In some cases 
most of the people of a \'illage ranked as chiefs, and apparently in 
the courtly of ordinary conversation the term chief was very 
often used . Kramer div'ides the titles of Samoan alt^i or chiefs 
into two classes, namely papa^ the great or royal titles, and 
the small titles^. Schultz says that afiongu was used for chiefs 
and susunga for chiefs and speakers; they were originally of 
equal rank, but at a later date the latter term came to be used 
for certain great orators [these would, I think, be orator chiefs] 
and the term a^onga was then used only for the tupu or king. 
1 gather from him that really descent decided whether the title 
afiot^a or should be applied to a chief*. These are 

obviously the same terras as Stair's afio and stisu. 

The title of the head king of all Samoa (excluding Manu'a) 
was, as we have seen, iafa'ifa, and Stair specially refers to him 
m connection with the tupu class of titlCni To this extent his 
suggested explanation of the relatively recent character of the 
tupu title, ^ compared wnth the /«/- titles would be in accord 
with the history of the origin of the kingship of Samoa, He 
docs not, however, say that the term tupu w'as confined to him 
and according to Wilkes it was applied to some other chiefs 
also. As regards the distinction between the papa and ao titles 
according to Pratt's dictionary, whilst ao appears as a title of 
digmty given to chiefs, papa is given as a term only used for 
mgh cruefs. 1 was inclined at first to suspect the papa had an 
Liiglish ongin, but on referring to Tregear's dictionary' 1 find 
^is word or similar words, used in various islands of the 
Pacific with the meaning of father and other, apparently 
dcnvative, meanings; so it is probably a true Polynesian term. 
The tut- tj^pe of utle, in which the prefix im- is'added to the 
n^e of the district over which a chief reigned, appears from 
longan and Samoan legends to have been very ancient. 


1 

1 


Stair, pp. ^5^. » Tumi 

Kramer, Sj^ vo]. p. ,^^6. 


Schu].^.y.>,5. vol. xx'p.;!. 
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Hocart refers to the presence of these titles in the Fijian islands 
round the Koro Sea» which is, 1 think, the area in which Poly¬ 
nesian elements are or wrere very strong; but he gives examples 
of certain chiefs with titles of this character, in which the titles 
have ceased to be used in Fiji, though in one or two cases they 
survive as names of gods, and one or two of them are, he sa>^, 
found as chiefs titles in Tonga, Samoa and Rotuma, the 
Samoan example being vrhich he says he has found m 

Samoa. He also refers to the dtle or king of Fiji, 

which is said to have existed once in Fiji, though it has died 
out: but as to which he is quite correct in saying that tui-vifi 
Itui-Jiif] was worshipped in Samoa, and that Samoan legends 
full of him and other Fijian ctuefs who had come to Samoa^. 
It is to be noticed that titles of this character are not found in 
the more easterly Polynesian islands. Concerning \Ailkes s 
statement as to the placing of the near relatives of the h^d 
chiefs in the class of chiefs second in importance, whilst 
chiefs of villages were ranked third, I may point out that the 
ruling head chief or king would be the head for the time being 
of what 1 may call the royal family of the group, and if, as would 
usually be the case, he and the members of his family, con¬ 
gregated in the neighbourhood of the royal residence, were the 
representatives of the main trunk line of the group, they would, 
as such, have a priority in rank of blood over the chiefs ruling 
over minor areas, such as village districts or v'illages, who would 
generally be the heads only of branch lines, tho^h the latter, 
as heads of sub-groups, would often in their official ca^city 
be in one sense superior, especially, say, at/ono, to a numb^ of 
members of the royal family who had not attained to official 
position Walpole^s identification of the chiefs of the third 
class with the tulafak (the orators) is partly right; there seems 
to have been no very h^d and fast Line of demarcation betw^n 
the tw'O classes, the heads of some villages being spoken of as 
chiefs, and those of others as orators, and, as we shall see, 
some of the great orators^—the i apparently w'ere 

in fact chiefs. 

TONGA 

Mariner, in classifying the people of lonea, refers first to 
the sacred credited with divine descent, then to 

Viachi, also descended from the gods, of whose relationship to 

■ Tbc Laii Islands are to ihe east of the Koro Sea. 

* vol. p+ 44 - 
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the Utitanga Mariner does not seem to have been avvaj-e. He 
heads the list of secular chiefs with the hau or king, after whom 
came the other Hki (he spells it egi) or chiefs*. Young, after 
referring to the tuiiofjga and tuikamkubolu, which latter was, 
as vve have seen, the head of one of the two families who 
provided the fiau, says that after them came the chiefs of 
various grades®. West applies the term kau to the families of 
royal blood, and houeiki to the chiefs®, and Baker, in his dic¬ 
tionary, applies the term hmieiki to chiefs of rank. Possibly the 
hou is the same as hui (see below), the i being omitted because 
of the vowels following* I have found no particulars of anv 
classified terminology for the various ranks of the chiefs below 
that of the hau. 


SOCIETY ISLANDS 

The Duff missionaries, speaking of the districts on the 
northern coast of Tahiti under the rule of the Pomare family, 
apparently imagining that this rule extended all over 
Tahiti, place at ^eir head the reigning king Pomare 11, who 
IS followed by his father Pomare I, acting as his regent and 
after these they put the district chiefs^ Anderson heads the 
list with ^e artU de hm (spelt by him eree), or king, and his 
family, followed by the any {trees) or pow-crful chiefs®* Ellis 



pnnces 

attention, namely ar{^i-rah\ and arfi maro Rahi means 
great, and aret-raJii is used by writers to designate a speciallv 
great chief®, whilst in Davieses dictionary^ I find rai given as 
^e term for the highest chief or king* This brings me to 
Anderson's term de hoi, w'hich, as we shall see directiv is 
also used by Vancouver. Not being able to understand "this 
term, I WTote to Mr Sidney H. Ray about it. He, in his reply 
pomt^ out that Cook, in his vocabularj', gave earee ddhm as 
meaning a king, and suggested that Anderson's eree de Aoj'was 
a mistake for Cook's earee ddhm \ he referred to the loss of 
the letter d in modern Tahitian, wliich would change the term 

J Manner, vpI. ii, pp. 83 87 tq. 

Young, pp. j West, p* 460. » Wilsoti o 

; ‘ P‘ ^57. Cf. vol. IV. p. 380; vol. VI, pp* 140 ' 

Elli^ vqL 111, pp. 5.^ Cf, Tytmvfln, voJ. r, p. jov 
^ De Bovu, p. aiS. • v 

vol*. *’■ T. Salmon, 7.P.5. 
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to earee ahai, and suggested that Anderson *s efse de hoi might 
be the same as ar€iarmmt a great chief, arahai being a sjnonym 
with rahi. As regards Ellis*s hui-art^i^ I may say that, according 
to Davieses dlctionar)'',^?// is merely a plural or collective particle 
referring to a number of people as a body, so Ellises use of the 
term would simply be to express the chiefs as a class* I cannot 
discuss here that veiy^ sacred object the mam-ura or belt of 
red feathers W'om by certain very high chiefs or kings; but I 
may say that, according to Vancouver, there were in Tahiti 
many ar^i de Aoi, but onljr one art'i mccro-ura} . Ari*i Tatmd 
says that some of the arf‘i rahi^ or great head chiefs, had the 
right to w’ear the mQ 70 -'um\ that in Tahiti the head chiefs of 
Vaiari [apparently, as we have seen, the old trunk family of 
the Teva] and of Punaauia [a very old group, connected with 
the earliest traditions of the Teva] had this right^, as also had 
the head chiefs of Ra'iatea and Borabora®; but the head chief 
of Papara had not this right, even though he had become the 
official head of all the Teva. I do not know whether any other 
head chiefs had this right, except the Tu (Pomare) chiefs, with 
w'hom it w'as a relatively recent acquisition^. The designation 
of ari^t 7 Timo-ma would only be used for those few chiefs who 
had the right to wear the red bell. 


HERVEY ISLANDS 

In Mangaia (Hervey Islands) there were, as we have seen, a 
sacred king and secular king ruling over the whole island, and 
there were 3 number of chiefs and sub-chiefs, having authority 
over their owm respective districts. Gill does not tell us the 
official title of these people; but in Tregear's dictionary miH 
is given as meaning in Mangaia a king. I cannot say whether 
the term ariki was applied to chiefs other than the king of the 
whole island; but seeing that its people were divided into a 
few specific groups, having, or believed to have, separate and 
distinct origins, who were frequently at war with one another, 
we may assume that these groups would have their own heads, 
whom they wmuld possibly call arihi^ 

In Rarotonga the term ufihi w as applied to a king^. I hardly 
think that this means there would only be one arihi in the 
whole island. Originally there was, as we have seen, a dual 


* Vancouver, voj. t, p. 142. 

Ari'i T&Uiuu. p. 7: cf. p. rogj Willtinia, p. 


Aii'i Tabtuu, p. 
WUliimia, p- 214 - 
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division between the people of Karika and those of Tangiia, 
and, accor^g to tradition, Kanka was (iriki of the former 
and Tangiia^s adopted son was made ariki of the latter^. At 
a subsequent date, as we have seen, a third great group, the 
Tinomana, apparently related to each of the other two, became 
rei^gnized in Rarotonga, and it is probable that their head 
chief w'ould also be di^ified by the title arikii but w'e cannot 
^y \vhethef the use or this term spread any low^er. There was 
in Rarotonga a body of men called mataiapo^ Nicholas sal's 
these w'ere minor chiefs, ranking beneath the Moss calls 

them '■‘nobles**^; and GiH refers to a body of minor chiefs 
under the arikt^. It will, however, be more convenient to con¬ 
sider them in the chapter on the “ Middle and Low^er Classes/' 


MARQUESAS 

In the Marquesas, though there were evidently chiefs, w-ith 
sub-chiefs under them, the only term that I can find as re¬ 
ferring to a chief, at all events as a secular ruler, i^aha^^iki^ ot 
kaka' or a'ife’, but more commonly hakd iki or papa hakd iM 

There w'as, apparently regarded as superior to these chiefs, a 
body of men deified during life, called atua^ but I imagine that 
we should include them rather among the priests. 


PAUMOTU 


Moerenhout speaks of the head chief of Mangareva, in the 
Paumotu, as an oriH-rQhp; but the k was used there, and 
I do not know whether we must assume that this was a term 
^nerally adopted in the island, or whether it may have 
been the Tahitian term. According to Caillot, the king of the 
island was styled akarifd^^, Tregear, speaking of the Paumotu 
islands generally, givra artM as meaning a chief or commander, 
ariki-iukau as meaning a king, and iho-ariki as indicating 
ro^yaltyi^ He also gives, in his dictionary, as meaning a kin^ 
aka-rikt in Mangareva, and ariki in the Paumotu generally* 


I Nicholas, vol. 1. p. 27. Cf, Bnottn, yvol, vi, p, 6: Gill 7 PS 

vol. xXr p, 30 i: y.P.S, vol, xi, p. 209* ' ' 

I Nicholas, y.P.5. voL J* pp. z 7 > =9 rton. « Moss, vqL nt, p, ^4. 

* Gill a papcrt. vol. xx, p. zoz. " ^ ^ 

” CaiLloi, p. afea nupant''root. *' 

TreReai vol. ti, p* i'g7. 
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The French missionaries, speaking of Msngareva, give totwoiti 
as meaning noblesS and the same word for the members 01 the 
royal family®* Cuaent gives for Mangareva tortgoiti for the 
chiefs, all of whom were related to the king, and the members 
of their families®, and Caillot gives the same term for nobles*. 
The missionaries speak of " the father of the chiefs of Akamaru, 
“or the tavafia of the island It is clear that this reference, 
whatever its exact meaning may be, points to the use of the 
term tavana for a chief of some sort; I may say, however, that 
the same term was used for a chief in Tahiti, but Scherser 
said it was only a word recently used, being merely a corruption 
of the English word “governor”®, and Da\ies in his dictiona^ 
introduces it as “Tavana {English, ^ocer/ior) the principal chief 
of a district”; so 1 disregarded it. 

NIUE 

In the island of Niue patu meant a commander, also a stalk; 
tki meant lord, master, chief; and patu*ik£ meant a king^* So 
also Smith says that patu and tki both meant chief, and that 
there were a good many chiefs called by either one term or the 
other; and that patu-iki meant a king over the whole island®. 
So also, as we might well expect, they used the prefix tui^ to 
designate a prince or king®. I shall refer again to the terms 
patu and iki in considering the middle and lower classes, 

ROTUMA 

In Rotuma they had, as we have seen, their sacred king or 
sou, and each district has its rtgat^aja or chief, and the president 
of these chiefs, virtually the temporal head of the island, was 
the fakpure, Hocart found a iui- title there represented by the 
Fijian tm 4 akepa^^. 

UVEA 

In Uvea the position seems, as we have seen, to have 
been very similar to that of Tonga, there having been a king, 
who may be compared with the iuitovga, and a secular h^d 
comparable with the hau of Tonga, whose official designation 

* A,PJ^. voT. XIV. p, 346. * vol. XI3U, p. 374, 

* Cuitni, VrLG. p. 119. * CailJoi, Mythft, p. 146. 

* voL IX, p. 14. * Schereer, vol. lU, p. 347 

’ H. WiniaTJW.yJ*,S. vqL ii, pp. sa, 67. 

* Smith. 7 J>. 5 * voJ.ju, pp. 171, ^ 7 ^- ^ ^ , 

* H. voL 11, p, fcg, Cf. Simih.yj^.S. vol. xi, p* 174. 

Hocart, vol. XL, p. 44. 
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was kivalUf and who, as I interaret the evidence, might be the 
head of either one or other or two great families, other than 
that of the king. Mpigeret also refers to village chiefs, who 
had the right to special honours, but never in the presence of 
the king, the kwahti and the members of their families^. 

TORELAU 

I have already referred to the statements that the head chief 
of the island of Fakaofo was the only person who was accorded 
the title of ariktt that the ariki was always the oldest male 
member of certain families, and that there were no clan names 
or titles outside this circle; also to the presence of the tui- title 
in its application to the ttu-^tokeiau or artki for the time being. 

ELLICE ISLANDS 

We have s^n that apparently the use of the term iupu to 
d^ignate a kingj>revailed, at all events in recent times, in the 
Ellice island of Funafuti, and that in one, at all events, of the 
islands of the group the iui- title was given to its king. Sollas, 
in an article, refers to a king as an enkitubti and to a number of 
sub-kings as erikitabita% 

EASTER ISLAND 

In Easter Island the head chief of the Miru group was as 
we have seen, according to Mrs Routledge, called anki, or 
sometimes anfa-mau—xhc great chief-^to distinguish him from 
the arskt-paka, a term which she thinks was given to all the 
other members of the group [ but she says nothing about the 
terms applied to chiefs of other groups, as she thinks the Miru 
were the only people who had a chief. I have explained the 
reasons for my belief that the head chief of the Miru group 
was really the sacred chief of the whole island, and have re¬ 
ferred to certain supernatural powers attributed to the people 
of the group generally, which may perhaps have been a rea^n 
tor a mdespread use among them of the term ariki, even if we 
tlunk It improbable that it would be applied to all the members. 
Whatever the position as regards the other groups may have 
been m the recent period concerning which Mrs Routledge 
would be able to secure information, we must believe that at 
one time at all events, each group would have its head chief 
who would possibly have an ariki title of some sort. 

* MangCTet, vol. i, p. 105. * Solti*. NaiMrt, Feb. 1897, p. 534. 
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BUKABUKA 

The only term of which I am aware in Bukabuka Is that of 
arifn, applied to the head chief of the whole island. 

TIKOPIA 

According to Durrad*s Tikopian vocabulaiy^ ariki or altkt 
meant a chieP and arihi iapxi meant a chief or king^; d’Urville 
applies the latter term to what he calls the most important 
ankiy or chiefs of the islandand I have suggested that the 
ariki tapu (or iahu) was perhaps a sacred king^ corresponding 
to the ttUionga of Tonga, Rivers says that the brothers of a 
chief were called tepaito ariki {literally "the house chief”)*. 

^ XP--S. voi, p, 37. * iftMf. p. 1+3. 

■ D'UrviUc, Aitnf. voJ* v, p. 119. 

• Riveri, fiJ4.S* vol. 1, p. 340, 
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T he chss next in rank after the (omitting the priests), 
were, according to Stair, the He says they were 

a very powerful and influential class, the real authority and 
control of districts being frequently centred in them. They 
were the principal advisers of the chiefs; the orators were 
usually selected from their number; the or titles of districts, 
were iways in their gift, and they had the power, which at 
times they did not scruple to use, of deposing and banishing 
an obnoxious chief. They were generally large landowners, and 
in some places they comprised the leading families, and had 
entire control of the settlement. Sometimes they were brought 
under the power of the chief of the district or settlement; but 
as a rule they were a sturdy class, and did not scruple to speak 
out plainly to those above them when needed, often saying 
very unpalatable thin^, and acting in a determined manner, 
should the conduct of a chief be obnoxious to them'* Each 
chief generally had niukfale, who acted as his mouthpiece; and 
each settlement had its tulajale ri/jt, who was the leading orator 
of the district Brow^i’s account of them is very simiTar, but 
I will refer to a few" further comments by him. He saj's of 
these tulafaU^ whom he identifies as the orators, that he would 
be a vc^ bold chief who dared to act in direct opposition to 
the ad\dce of the tulafak [plural] of his town or district. The 
chief rarely spoke to express the wishes or decisions of the 
people, as it was considered more dignified on his part to 
rem^n comparatively silent, and it was regarded as the special 
privilege of the tulafaU to announce in public the deosions 
which had been arrived atWalpole speaks of the tuiufale as 
the chiefs of \Tllages*. He sap that each chief of a district had 
an orator, who was above all orators; each village also liad an 
orator who acted as magistrate and adjudicated, though an 

^ Stair, p. 70, > Ibid, pp. S+tg. 

» Brown, pp. AS^tq, * Walpole, vol. n, p, 35^. 
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3pp^ might be made to the fono \ and each family generally 
had its orator^ who arranged its disputes and pleaded its cause'* 
Stuebel refers to the tulafale ^Vx“, who, as w'e have seen, was, 
according to Stair, the leading orator of a district; but, 
according to Pratt's dictionary, siU means “principal,'* “best/' 
“ highest/* so the addition of siU may be merely descriptive, 

I have found no explanation of the etymological meaning of 
the word t\dafah^ and speculation by the aid of dictionaries is 
dangerous. Nevertheless 1 mil venture to surest possibilities* 
The fale is simple enough, as the word means a house, and is 
in Samoa often used as part of a word to signify a specific 
group of people. Two possible explanations of the present 
themselves. This word, according to Pratt’s dictionary, means 
“bald,** and “a bald-headed person”; then in Havvai4 we get 
faka-itira^ meaning * nerable,'* “to respect,**{Samoan 
/d'ff) being a causative prefix and tura being the same word as 
the Samoan tula. On this basis the tulafak might be a body of 
venerable persons treated, as such, with respect; not necessarily 
all old men, but regarded as old in wisdom as orators and 
councillors. The other suggestion is based on the word twre, 
which in several parts of Poljmesia means “law.” I do not 
find the corresponding tule in Pratt's dictionary, but his Samoan 
term for ‘*law** is tulajom, which would mean the law of the 
Jam or council. If this is the derivative, the tulafale might be 
a body of persons who governed. 

Kramer refers from time to time both to tulafak^ or orators, 
and to ttilafak or orator ciiiefs; so I must say something 
about the latter. He says they were co-ordinate with the chiefs, 
and often surpassed them In power®; but he gives more than 
one explanation of their origin* In one place he ascribes this 
origin to the marriage of a chief with the daughter of a ttda/akt 
and the passing to the son of the titles of both his parents, and 
says that some of them were of noble origin, to which fact he 
ascribes the occurrence of marriages between chiefs and 
daughters of tulafak a/i*/*. Then, again, he says the tuiafak 
alfi could take chiefs* names®. He also tells us that they are 
to be regarded as chiefs who had the right to take the tulafale 
name, in order to be able to speak at tne^ono, and to receive 
a state mat on the division of mats of title chiefs®* 1 gather from 

^ /bfii. p. 355. ^ Stuebel, p. 110. * Kriiner, ^.y* vol* I, p. to. 

pp. 4^2, lOr ^ Ibid p. 4^2. 

• Ibid^ Cf, Schultz, Jf.f'.S, vol. xx, p. 47* 
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Kramer that there were only certain chiefs who did this^ and 
that they were designated toetattfanuayand he gives the name of a 
Tuamasangan chief Seumanuiafa as an example of one of these 

This last custom is explained in some detail by Stuebel. 
He says that a iuiafale aii‘i was a chief* When the cmef wanted 
to receive hne mats from the fine mats of the king at a king's 
installation he assumed the name of a iuiafalej or at least was 
called a tulajale but if he did not wish to receive these 
mats he gave up the designation of tuiafaie aWi and became 
again nothing else but a chief. Similarly* if he wished to come 
forward as an orator in government and district matters* he 
was called a lulafale alCi\ but when he no longer desired to do 
this he gave up the orator dignity' and became a chief again. 
Stuebel gives as an example the case of Seumanu* a chief of 
the Vaimaun^ district or Tuamasanra [evidently the person 
spoken of by Kramer]* who ua$ called o le afioTtga a Settmanu^ 
because he was a chief; but when it was a question of the mats 
of the Malietoa dignity* he arranged, in order to receive mats 
of the mats of this dimity* to be called ttdajak al^iy and as 
such* ioztmifanwit for the Malietoa di^ty* If then he did not 
wish to receive the mats, he was callea neither tulufah olHi nor 
toetoufanuay but again became simply Seumanu, the chief of 
Vaimaunga. The method which he would adopt in assuming a 
titlafale name would be to select a high tulafuie name over 
vrhich he had authority, and to intimate this to the king and the 
uso-airij and the name he would adopt w-ould be either Leala- 
sola or Letea^. A young man who wished to be received among 
the Jaipuie [councillors] of the village, had to know what 
assembly name of his family he was to bear—'Whether a chiefs 
name or a tuiafaie name; if he wanted to speak and receive 
mats he chose an orator name* and chiefs sons* having done this* 
would sometimes not only speak, but w'ould distribute food®. 

Ah' understanding of all this is as follows, ITiere were certain 
chiefs who could speak and act as orators, and ioetaufamia was 
a general term by which they were designated. These chiefs 
had their own names as chiefs, but they also had what 1 may 
call their orator names. The orator name adopted by a chief 
would be that of one of his owm orators—probably the most 
important, A chief would, when acting as such, be termed an 
ali^il when acting as an orator he would be termed a tuiafaie 
airi. He could change backwards and for^vards from one to 

’ Kmncr, SJr vol. i, p. 2ji. * StuebeJ^ p. 56, ^ Ibid. p. 
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the other to suit his own convenience, the object of becoming 
an orator bcmg cither to enable him to speak at /ojjo, or thi 
nght to receive mats on certain occasions, or probably often 
It would, I gather, be beneath the dignity of a chief, as 
to receive these mats, which were an orator^s perquisite 
1 his changing backwards and fonvards is probably w^hat 
Kramer refers to when he says in one place that a ittlafale aii'i 
could take a chiefs name, and in another, that a chief could 
take a luiafale name, and we have seen in the example of 
Seumanu that ' name ” means, not merely the distinctive term of 
ah I or tulafah^ but the chiefs own name as a chief, or the actual 
name of a UtlaMe, Simiiarlv, a young man of a chief family 
but not himself a chief in the strict sense of the w'ord, could 
apparently, if he liked, become a tulafaU^ adopting a tuiafah 
name and thus acquire the rights and privileges of the office, 
but i can hardly think he would be allowed to speak at a fom 
unless he were qualified to do so as head of a family We are 
not told whether the practice of becoming a tuMak a^i was 
adopted specially hy any one class of chiefs, but it may I 
think, be assumed that great chiefs w^th great titles would not 
do It A study of Kramer indicates that there were a number 
ot iu^^ah ah f, who were not merely temporary holders of this 
position, it having been held by their famffies for generations 
back, yid indeed this is involved by Kr^er^s firet suggestion 
as to the origin of the ltdafah alt^t as a class, and his STpIana- 
tions may w'ell be correct. 

It seems clear that the including, no doubt, the iida- 

r, had to be heads of families, Pritchard speaks of the 
tala/ale^ or heads of families, who, as such^ were the chiefs’ 
counseDorsJ. Hale, in speaking of the same matter, refers to the 
tuia/ale as the householders^, Hiibner says the heads of families 
alone exercised political rights, and divides these people into 
the ^ f or chiefs and iuhtfme or commoners®. Kramer refers to 
the administrative duties of the heads of families, chiefs and 
orators^, Pratt speaks of the chiefs and heads of families ivho 
composed the council®. Von Bulow says the assembly of a 
place or/(mo w as composed of heads of families, chiefs (al^i) 
and orators (talafaU)^. Statements by other w'riters refer to or 
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suggest the same things This tenui “heads of famiKes," must 
be read both in the narrower domestic sense, and as referring 
to consanguine families. 

The class next in rank and importance after the tuhfale^ 
were the f<de-upolu (house of Upolu), They were, according to 
Stair, also considerable landowners, and possessed much in¬ 
fluence* They supplied the chiefs with food, for w'hich the 
latter paid them; and members of this class sometimes took 
part in the discussions of the public assembliesj. and in a variety 
of ways made their influence felt^. Brown says they included 
the heads of families and those holding an acknowledged 
position in the different branches of their families; that they 
also often took part in the discussions in public assemblies; 
and that the titkifale were nominally the next [above the 
upol%i\ in position and influence, being a very powerful and 
influential class, by whom the real control of a district was 
often exercised^, Pratt, in his dictionary, defines them as being 
“the body of citizens," “the people." The word fa!^ (house) 
w as, as I have stated above, sometimes used in Samoa to speak 
of a connected group of people, so that the term fok-upQlu 
might well mean simply the people of Upolu, being used to 
designate the general body of the population other, perhaps, 
than the alP I and tulafaley who constituted the governing official 
classes. Why the term should refer to Upolu only, and not be 
one which would include the other Samoan islands also, is not 
clear, and there is no suggestion that its use w-as confoied to 
Upolu. I may point out, however, that the government of all 
the islands, except Manu'a, was centred at Leulumocnga in 
the Aana division of Upolu; though Manuka had for long 
been separate and distinct politically from the other islands. 
It seems improbable that the term w'ould be used in Manu'a. 
I may also say that in Upolu the term /ale-upolu was used to 
designate, not only the class of soefet)-^ whom we are now con¬ 
sidering, but also the orators who took part in the fono or 
councils*, and I shall refer to this double meaning of the term 
in a later chapter, but in Manu'a it was not the term used with 
the latter meaning^, so probably it was not used there to 
designate this lower middle class of people either. 

The lower classes of Samoa were cilied iangata mi'u, or men 

^ Ella, vat IV, p. 63i; SchuJc^, JvoL xx, p. 45 j Von BULow, 

I.A.E. vol. XIV, p. 15 j GrflcHc, voj. j, p., 

■ Stair, p. 74. Cf. p. 84, * p. 433. 

* Kriroer, S-J- vo\. 1, p. II. * Jbid, p. 367^ 
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of the iarid. They were engaged in ciijti\'ating the sail* Wishing, 
etc., in time of peace, and bore arms in time of \var* They 
often attached themselves to chiefs, and the number of them 
whom any one chief had in bis serv'ioe varied according to his 
power and influenced 

The term tangatu taua ivas applied to captives taken in war, 
and Stair says that, though he does not think that slavery can 
be said to have existed at any time in Samoa, the conditions of 
the iangata tana were little, if anjthing, better than slavery. 
They were looked upon with great contempt by their masters, 
and a chief would often think much less of taking the life of 
one of this class than that of a favourite pigeon^, I have found 
nothing to show what classes of society among a conquered 
group would be liable to be placed in this position by their 
conquerors; but I think it would only be low class people. 
We may assume that the caste pride of the chiefs would prevent 
them from so humiliating one of their outv class, and I have 
found no pcord of their ever having done so. They could not 
deprive him of his title. Brown says a mild kinci of slavery 
used to prevail, but only in the families of a few chiefs; he 
thinks most of the slaves had been the children of women 
taken captive in war time^, and I suspect that these would be 
mainly women of the poor class. 

I have confined myself up to this point to the various specific 
ranks or grades of sodet)', but there are some other matters 
affecting the social life of the people Co which 1 must draw 
attention. Stair, speaking of domestic work, says that in Samoa 
the different members of a family attended to the domestic 
duties among themselves^; there seem also to have been other 
female attendants, but Stair says they were related by either 
blood or marriage to the families in which they resided*, 
Kubary’ saj^ there w ere no sen^ts or paid workers, and the 
work connected with the house was distributed among all the 
members of the family. The younger members occupied them¬ 
selves with the secondar}" parts of the cooking and preparation 
of the food; so also one would see to the firewood and the 
stone oven, whilst another went fishing or hunting®. According 
to ICramer, children were like servants to their parents, though 
it was dishonourable for a chief to serv'e a stranger'; other 

*■ Stair, pp, 74 sg, Cf. Qixiwn, p, 432. * Stair, p. 75. 

» Brown, p, 347^ * ,Stoir, p. 122. * Ibid, p. 124. 

• Kubary, Gltdtus, vot xlmi, p. 72. ^ Krimcr, SJ, vol. 1, p, 31. 


24-1 


MIDDLE AND LOWER CLASSES 


37 ^ 


servants were generally relations. Only the tulafale ser\'ed the 
chiefs, in expectation of costly mats^ etc. It was held to be 
dishonourable and slavish to serve a person not related^. 
StuebeJ refers to a case of an adopted son of a chief who served 
him so zealously that he was chosen as the chiers successor^. 

In the houses of the cliiefs of rank, however, other attendants 
were kept in addition to the family connections®, this last term 
being, I think, used here in the narrow domestic sense, or 
nearly so. I think Kramer is referring to these attendants when 
he says that, ow'ing to the sanctity of the great titJe chiefs, 
w'hich made everything with wLich they came in contact taboo, 
they had their own special body servants, who alone might eat 
of the dishes from which they themselves ate, and of that which 
they leftVon Biilow' says that those attendants were called 
ongait that they had certain names, and that their offices were 
hereditary in certain families^. Stair's statement, quoted above, 
that chiefs of rank had other attendants, in addition to their 
family connections, is followed by a list of these, songa^ 

and sukielisif from which it would appear 
that they were terms designating specific forms of service®; 
but apparently some confusion of idea arises here, as one or 
two of the terms seem to have been the names of specific 
families w'ho attended upon certain chiefs. 

Sortga is, according to Pratt's dictionary, a general term for 
a shaver, a servant or attendant peculiar to certain chiefs, and 
it is used, apparently in this sense, by StuebeD, though he 
refers to it elsew'here as the name of one of the chiefs®. Stair 
says the performed the duties of barber, cup bearer, 

trumpeter, and special messenger; the oflice was a very' privi¬ 
leged one, since the songa might indulge with impunity in any 
jocose behaviour he chose, or appear in any dress, whether 
much or little, much after the manner of the old English jester 
or court fool®. 

The (spirit of wisdom of the chief) occupied 

the position of councillor or prime minister, and was con¬ 
tinual^ consulted when the chief required advice. Occasionally 
this ofndal filled the office of shell-blower or trumpeter, wnlking 
like the ronga, before the chief w hen on a journey, and carrying 
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a conch shell which he blew continually to announce their 
approach^ I shall have to refer again to this official presently; 
but in the meantime 1 say that in Pratt’s dictionary the word 
atamaih given as meaning “clever," “intelligent,” “sensible," 
which is in accord with the dudes attributed to this official by 
Stair» In dealing with public affairs tJie kings and other chiefs 
had the advice or help of their iulafale aid or Udafale; but 
perhaps the official now being considered was rather a personal 
or domestic adviser, though f imagine he might be a member 
of one or other of these tw'O ranks of orators. 

The fdaiairva (to be as a father) was a trustworthy official, 
a kind of steward, much thought of, and to whose care many 
thia^ relating to the household were confided®. 

The mlddisi (the quick flyer) appears to have sustained more 
especially the office of jester or court fool, and a high chief’s 
retinue was not considered complete without one of this class, 
who eruoyed even greater licence as to behaviour than the 
songa. Persons of this class belonged to one particular village 
of Upolu, but individuals of their number roamed about, 
attaching themselves to various chiefs as thetr inclination led 
them®. If we may accept the name Salelesi as being the same 
as the term which, 1 think, we may almost assume that 

it was, we get a little history or tradition touching this matter. 
According to Kramer, the body-servant was Salelesi, 

so called after the Tongan Lesi, who tended Tuimavave, the 
son of tmaiua Mata'utia^* This episode concerning Lest is 
referred to elsewhere by Kramer, who says the child had been 
born a lump of blood®, and by Pratt, who treats Salelesi as 
having been a descendant of Lesi"; and I may point out that 
the reign of the tuiuiua Mata*utia was long ago, just about the 
time of the ev ents w-hich led to the creation of the title of taja'ifa 
of all Samoa. Salelesi is also the name of a village of the village 
district of Saluafata, close to Luiilufi, the seat of government of 
the Atua division of Upolu* It was one of the villages called tJie 
“servants of and when he had an assembly it fell to 

this village [that is, its representative] to make the kava, and 
this representative, according to the account, W'as allow'ed to 
conduct himself in an extraordinaiy way in doing so, he also 
performed all sorts of services for the king, ate the portion not 
^ Ibid. ■ Ibid, p* 114* 

’ Ibid. p. Cf. Hood, pp. 102 jif*; Chutchward, pp. 99, 324* 
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eaten by him of the food set before him, and had a privilege, 
when food was brought in, of selecting and taking aw^ay a Jarge 
pig and quantities of taroL So also Kramer says that Salelesi, 
who, though really the servant of the tuiatua, had also served 
one of the tmaum, was present at the granting of the iuiaana 
title in the year 1898 , and at this solemn ceremony drank his 
kava lying oh the pound, and after he had done so, sang aloud 
for a long time, the privilege of doing these things belonging 
to him as a jester^, Stuebel refers to Salelesi as being a chieP. 
It is evident that the representative for the time being of the 
Salelesi family was a personal attendant of the tmatua, and 
among his other duties played the buffoon, and we get a 
sketch of the privileges and liberties that were accorded to 
him; but another interesting feature of the matter vs that, if 
the association between this family and the tmatua may, as it 
seems reasonable to suspect, have had its origin, or supposed 
origin, in the attention paid by its ancestor long ago to the 
poor child of a we get an example of the w^ay in whiii 

some of these inherited personal offices may actually have 
originated* 

Another example of an ancestral privilege arising, according 
to tradition, in the way 1 have sug^ted, though in this case 
the pivileged person was an orator chief, is perhaps provided 
by the case of the Leota family of Atua, whose official repre¬ 
sentative was called by the family name. The tradition con¬ 
cerning L^ta*s ancestor of the same name said that the tuiaiua 
Fotuitam^, whose period, I may say, w'as still earlier than that 
of the iuiiitua Mata'utia, having been defeated and bound by 
Tuamasanga, and left lying down in the sun, was succoured 
by one Leota, who laid dry banana leaves under him and on 
his head, and thus saved his life* For this service the tuiaiua 
bestowed upon Leota the first king's mat of iutatua, and the 
right to mve the ususu cry on the conferring of the titled* 'fhe 
holder of the Leota name was therefore a privileged person, 
demanding special consideration at the Lufilufi/owo. After the 
other people had all assembled, Leota had to be sent for, and 
a messenger was despatched for the purpose; he took no notice 
of the summons, so the messenger went a second time, with 
the same result; and it was only after this performance had been 
repeated ten times that he condescended to put in an appear- 
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ance, and the proceedings could commence. Then again^ after 
the conclusion of the more important speeches, a coconut had 
to be carried right round the mara^j and finally brought to 
Leota, who drank its milk, and then broke it, and ate the 
kernel; after which the rest of the speeches were made^. 

There are other examples of cases of ancestral personal service 
(the case of Leota does not appear quite to come within this 
description), the origins of which are the subjects of traditions^ 
Fonoti was a tnham^the fourth after Salamasina, the first 
In Kramer^s time Atamaloali*! (whose name is that of 
one of the offices mentioned by Stair) was the servant of the 
itijiiartiij and was evidently able to eat his food,though,as Kramer 
says, it was taboo to all others; and it was said of this man that he 
was a descendant of Fonoti, and that the first Atamaioalv’i had 
served Fonoti so wtU and skilfully that Fonoti commended him 
for it and said ** Thou canst eat my things, because thou hast 
served me well”®; by which, I imagine, he made the man his 
songat and the office had since remained m the family. The Tau- 
masina family were, according to Stuebel, the songa (servants) 
of the Malietoa; they had to see that the fire did not go out 
between evening and morning* and performed all sorts of 
services for their chief, of which one was the assassination of 
any other powerful chief who might be a dangerous rival of the 
M^ietoa’*, Though he speaks as though the duty rested on the 
family, it would, I imagine, be one only of their number who 
performed it. Kramer says it was the duty of this person to 
keep the fire burning at night, for fear of murder^* According 
to the “/cii i le Taumasina a MaHeloa" (the story of the Tau- 
masina of Malietoa), a Malietoa of past days, whose name I do 
not know, in the course of a sea journey, arrived at Tutuda, 
where he saw a fire by the house of a famous orator chief, 
wffiere, says the tale, it was constantly burning; whereupon 
the Malietoa asked the chief for the man who sat up for him 
through the night, and this man was given to him, Kramer, 
in a note on this story, refers to the fact that the Taumasina 
was the body-servant of Malietoa, just as Salelesi was of the 
iuiatua^. Stuebel refers to Taumasina as being a chief’. Turner, 

* Ibid. p. 171* * Ibid* p. 171, 

’ Ibid* Pi iOj. note. ^ * Stui^bc], pp, ^ sq. 

* KnUrKr, S.l. voL I, p. 263. Cf. Pnitt’a dktianii]^^, p, 192; Stair, J.PS 
vol. IV, p. S 3 - 

' Krtlmcr, SJ* vol. 1, pp. 363 *5, and notei 15 and 17* p, 26j. 

’ Siuebd. p. gi. 


376 MIDDLE AND LOWER CLASSES 

speaking of the subject generally, says it was one of the dis¬ 
tinguishing marks of chieftainship of ’a member of the Samoan 
nobility to have his fire kept blazing all night long by his 
attendants^, 

Th^ ancestral personal attendants on the great chiefs may 
sometimes have been descendants of persons closely related to 
the ancestors of the chiefs, and who had served those ancestors, 
the sendee txjntinuing through subsequent generations. It has] 
as we have seen, ^en suggested that Atamaioalil was a 
descendant of the tutaatm Fonoti . So also there w'as a tradition 
of an agreement between an ancestor of one of the Tuamasanga 
families and his sister that one of her family should always 
serv'^e him, and the personal association so arranged apparently 
continued to recent days-, fn the tradiuons of the ancient 
history of Manu'a we find a tuimanu*a decreeing that his son, 
the next tuimanu'a, should be attended by his son by another 
wife — ^the half-brother of the successor—and should have the 
drink and food which the king (the successor) might leave after 
feasting; and again we find a case of a question as to which of 
two brothers was to be king being settled by an arrangement 
that the elder of them W’as to be king and the younger his 
attendant®. So also wc are told of a petty chief who w^as 
attended by a retinue of four or five brothers and cousins'*, 
and of a Nlanu an chief to whom his four younger brothers 
were to bring ^i^stfruits^ I may say as regards these brother 
and brother associations that there appears to have been a 
custom—I do not know how widely it was spread—for a man 
to be seiy'cd by his younger brother; it is referred to by Stuebei* 
and, according to Pratt's dictionary, the word papaie meant to 
lend assistance (as a younger brother to an elder one, or children 
to their father)/' 

We have seen that Salelesi was said to have been a chief 
Leota a tulajah and Taumasina a chief, Kr^er refers to 
3 jester, compared by him to Salelesi of the tmataa^ who (this 
jester) was a udafale'^, and to a jester of Savai*i ivho was a 
Itdafak so it is clear that these men, buffoons though 

they were, filled an office held not to be unworthy of people 
of some social importance. ^ ^ 


* Turner, S^metent IVjti, p. 11(3. 

' Pratt, voL xxvi, p. 297. 

* Pratt-Ftnacr, R.SJ\\S.W. vol. SilV, pp. 30^ rq. 


J Stuebel, 

’ Kt^naer, SJ, vol, 1, 
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Kramer refers to the term usG&li*i as meaning brother 
chief, and says that the were chiefs beJow a great chief, 

who stood at his side like brothers in council, and helped him 
in the exercise of his office. They generally sprang from the 
same family^, and their office was connected with their name. 
On the death of a ^eat chief, when there were no direct 
descendants they might rise to the higher rank, and the moai^i 
name w'as granted afresh^, Stuebel refers to the same matter, 
and, I chink, explains more exactly the last preceding statement. 
He says there were certain iisoalVi —four or five—of a chief— 
they themselves being children of chiefs—who in a certain 
measure form^ his senate. They ruled toother with the chief, 
and decided his affairs and those of his children. Their relation^ 
ship to him was also connected with his name. If the chief 
lost his name, he cut himself off from his usoaEi, and they 
considered the question of finding a successor, and if he left 
no children, one of their own number might succeed^, I have, 
in considering the question of social grouping, referred to the 
part taken by the usoati* i in considering questions of succession 
to the chieftainships, though the actud decision seems to have 
rested with the tulujcd^ nEx or These groups of urota/f*/ 

were evidently recognized as such, as they appear often to have 
been specially mentioned in the formal greetings at the Jono^. 

Tufunga was a term applied, according to Pratt’s dictionary, 
to a carpenter, and a tattooer^ but it seems to have had the 
wdder meaning of an artisan, skilled in the making of certain 
articles or the doing of certain things. Stair gives a list of 
thirty-one different occupations of this character, the name of 
pch of \vhich begins wim q k tu/wiga^, and wc shall find that 
in parts of Polynesia a corresponding term was used for a priest 
—that is, I imagine, a person skilled in the art of prayer. 
Kramer, in referring to Stair’s list, says that carpentrv and 
tattooing were, in the main, specially esteemed^, which is 
possibly the reason why they are the only two occupations 
mentioned in Pratt’s dictionary. Some of the occupations were 
common to ^1 places and parties, but others w’cre confined to 
certain localities, and practised by fraternities, who guarded 

I Sec cxpljuiLitLon of the icrm urn in the ehuctrr on $peciilrclatioius>kipiennA 

* Kramer, SJ. vol. i. p, 477. r i- 

* Stuebel, pp.&^tq. * Cf. Stuebel, p, i to. 

Kramer, SM vol, l, pp. 55. 162. 33a, 275, 3^, 316, 321, 31^8, 371-4, and 
perhaps elsewhere. 

* Stair, p. 142. t KrOmer, SJ. vol. ii, p. 90. 
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zealously their privileges from any infringement^. Brown 
says that none of these occupations was strictly hereditary, 
though certain families, the members of which had practised 
the several trades for many generations, acquired a special 
prestige; but any man could attach himself to some crafts¬ 
man of any occupation, and when he had acquired suffi¬ 
cient knowledge he could commence business on his own 
account^. Each principal trade or employment, according to 
Stair, and each trade, according to Brown, had its presiding 
god^. As to this, 1 may point out that the tutelar deity of a 
family specially skilled in any occupation might w^ell oe re^ 
gard^ as the presiding god of that particular industry, their 
skill being attributed to the power he gave them, and this 
may have been the origin of the belief in departmental gods 
of this character. The descriptions given or the process of 
building a house or a canoe are interesting, on account of the 
formalities by w'hich these operations were accompanied, the 
great attention which had to be paid to the workers, and the 
trade union systems which are disclosed. Accounts are given 
by Stair of canoe-building*, and by Stair, Turner and Brown 
of house-building^ » Stair, in commenting on this, points out 
how completely the employers were at the mercy of the work¬ 
people, with their all-powerful organizations. The payments 
for the work were made from time to time as it preceded, and 
if at any time a payment was regarded as insufficient, the men 
at once left their work in its unfmished condition, taking their 
tools and belongings with them, and commencing work else¬ 
where, and the employer had no remedy, for no other builders 
dare undertake the work thus left, as they would thereby have 
the whole fraternity of the trade against them, their tools would 
be taken from them, they would be expelled from their "clan,” 
and prohibited from exercising their calling durinfi the pleasure 
of the fraternity^. 

Stair says that the tulajak and /ale-upoiUf and even some of 
the chiefs, were accustomed to enga^ in the different handi¬ 
crafts common to the people'^, and Brown tells us that there 
was no degradation attached to work, and the most skilful man, 

J Stair, p. 141. Cf. Krtmer. SJ. vol, ti, p. 90; Ella, A^.A.S. vol. iv, p. 636. 

Urown, Pt 305+ ^ Stair, p. 14a, Qivwn, 30&. 

Arid* pp. 153-7- Tumw.jpp. jg. Brown, pp. 306, 

Stwir, pp. 151, Cf. Turner, p. 159 j Brown, p, 307, 

’ Siair, p* 74. 
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whatever his position might be* was always the erne most 
sought after for special w'ork^. 

All obiects made by men, and the tools used in making them, 
w'ere called oloaf and those made by w^^omen were called 
It is necessary to draw attention to this, as writers occasionally 
use these words as descriptive terms in speaking of payment 
made, and mutual exchanges entered into, in connection with 
weddings and some other ceremonies and events, Kramer 
gives particulars of the objects included under each of these 
terms, and without following him in detail 1 wilt indicate 
broadly what main classes of things each term included, Oloa 
included houses, house utensils, boats and boat utensils, 
weapons* tools, nets used for fishing and pigeon catching, 
certain ornaments, and all foreign articles obtained from other 
islands, including in more recent times white men’s productions. 
Tonga included mats of different sorts, bark cloth, fans, combs, 
baskets, etc.^ 


TONGA 


Mariner places the middle and lower classes of Tonga in the 
following order, first the second the mua, uiird the 

tua*. Young places them in the same order, and adds at the 
end the tamaioeiki ot slaves*, P^;re A, C. puts them in the same 
order®; but elsewhere he says that the matabuk were inferior 
to the D’Entrecasteaux puts, next after what he calls the 

chiefs, first the mua, and then the and does not mention 
the matalmUi be says the distinction between the and the 
tua was not clear to him, and that he thought there was no 
marked difference between them®*. Pere Pi^plu places the 
matabuk, whom he calls chiefs of the second class, after the 
Aouei^i, or great chiefs®* Baker in his dictionaiy defines a 
nuitabule as a petty chief* West places the mua before the 
matabule^^. So does Sarah Farmer, and she places the bobula or 
slaves at the bottom of the list^h Gerland (quoting Meinicke). 
places the matabule next after the chiefs, whose collateral rela^ 
tions he says they w'ere^“. 

Excluding Pere A* C.’s statements, we have the priority given 


* Brown, p. 306* 

“ Ibid. pp. 90 tq. 

* Younjj, S.ir. p. 236. 

Ibid. p. 200. 

' A.PJ^, vol. xxvji, p. 354, 
S* Farmer, pp^ 1351 tg. 


^ KrSmer, SA. vol. u, 

* MErincr, voK fi, p. S7. 

* Ptre A. C„ p* K. 

* D'Entrecasteaux, %xiL i. p. lOo. 
" West, p. 460. 

Gerluw, vol. vi, pp. lyzjq. 
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to the matahuh by Mariner, Young and Gerland, and to the 
mua by West and Sarah Farmer. I think d^EntrecasteaiLx^s 
comment on the mita and itm supports the priorit)" of the 
matcAukj whom he may have regarded as chiefs. Pere Pi^plu 
and Baker also support this priority, as they regard the matamh 
as having been chiefs. The balance of opinion is in favour of 
the priority of the matabukf and as 1 myself am conrinced by 
general knowledge of the maiahtde that they were the 
higher of the two classes, J shall assume that they were so. 

The matahuh were, according to Mariner, a sort of honour¬ 
able attendants on cliiefs, and were their companions and 
counsellors. They saw that the orders and wishes of their 
chiefs w'ere duly executed, and might not improperly be called 
their ministers. They had the management of all ceremonies. 
Their rank was from mheritancei and they w’ere supposed to 
have been originally distant relations of the nobles, or to have 
descended from persons eminent for experience and wisdom, 
and whose acquaintance and friendship on that account became 
valuable to the king and other great chiefs. As no son of a 
matahuh could assume that rank and title till his father died, 
most of them were beyond the middle age of life, it was their 
duty to be acquainted with all rites and ceremonies, and with 
the manners, customs and affairs of Tonga, and with the 
traditionary records, w'hich latter they handed dowm to their 
sons. They vrere atway^s looked up to as men of experience and 
superior information h It was their business to attend to the 
good order of society, to look to the morals of the younger 
chiefs, admonishing them if they ran into excesses and oppressed 
the lower classes, and if necessary^ reporting them to the older 
chiefs^. They had their own plantations^. Young describes the 
matahuh as the gentlemen, the associates and companions or 
satellites of the chiefs ^ Pere A. C. calls them the ministers and 
officers of the king and chiefs, w'hose council the)^ composed*. 
West calls them the official attendants and companions of the 
higher classes*. We shall see that they, or some of them, also 
acted as priests in performing certain religious functions. Sarah 
Farmer says the term mat abide was made up of tw'o w'Ords 


^ vol. lit PP- ^9 


* fbid, p. Qi. Cf^ tL 
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meaning face" and '‘govern"^* It is true that mata means 
face"; but I think the more likely derivative word is nuiiua^ 
an elder or parent, and tins is apparently the view taken by 
Rivers®. Buie means " to govern," or " a governor," 

The muu had, according to Mariner, much to do in assisting 
at public ceremonies, such as sharing out food and kava under 
the direction of the tnatabule. Except on very grand occasions, 
they sometimes carried out the arrangement and direction of 
ceremonies instead of the matabule. They also shared with the 
maiahule the duty of attending £0 the good order of society and 
the conduct of the younger chiefs, and, like them, were very 
much r^pected by all classes®. Also, like the matabule^ they 
had their own plantations'*. Young says they formed a con¬ 
necting link between the lower and the higher classes^. P^re 
A. C, says they had certain functions in public ceremonies, and 
saw that good order was kept*. West refers to them as con¬ 
stituting the gentry^. 

The tua were, accord!^ to Mariner, the lowest order of all, 
the bulk of the people. They w'ere peasants®. Young defines 
them as being tne common people not taken in war®, P^re 
A, C, says they were the people, the masses, were very little 
considered, and had to do the roughest worM“, West defines 
them as being the common people^. According to Baker's 
dictionary,mud means "before," "in front of," and tua means 
" the back "; perhaps this is the meaning of the two terms as 
applied to these classes of society^®. 

Mariner says no^ng about a slave class; but Young applies 
his term tamaloelki to slaves who had forfeited their liberty by 
crime, or had been taken captive in war*®, Sarah Farmer says 
the hf^la or slaves were people who had been taken in war, 
or presented by one chief to another, this being a freguent 
method of punishing an offender^^; both P^re A. C, and Baker 
define the term as meaning, or only perhaps including, prisoners 
of war*®. 


As regards the inter-relationship of these Tongan classes 
(excluding the slaves) Gerland refers to Meinicke {Sudsee- 


* S. Fairner, p. 139, 

^ MAfincrn val. n, pp, 90 fo. 

^ Young, p. 13&. 

‘ Wnt, p. 460. 

• Young, S.IF. p. zitf- 
West, p. 460, 

"» Young, p. 316 . 

“ Pin: A. C., p, i33; B&ktr, p. 36. 
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volker^ p. 82) as having pointed oiit that the family was the 
basis of society. The matnhuie were the collateral relations of 
the chief} the ntuii of the maiabtde, the tua of the mua ; and this 
patriarchal relationship also manifested itself in the constitution 
of the Tongan state Mariner says nothing about any relation^ 
ship of the mutabule to the eiki or chiefs, other than the distant 
relationship to which f have referred; but he says that the mua 
were either sons or brothers of the matabahy or descendants of 
such, and so might by succession become maiahale^ and that 
the tua were similarly related to, and might become mua-. 
I think this inter-relationship must have existed between the 
eiki and the matahtde^ just as it did between the matabuh and 
the mm, more especially in view of the general similarity 
bctw'een the maiabtde and the tulafale of Samoa. Perhaps we 
may see the relationship reflected in the suggestions by one or 
two wTiters that the matabule were chiefs, though this would 
presumably, even if there was no clear line of demarcation 
between the two classes, apply only to some of the higher 
matabule. 

Mariner gives a sketch of the personal association in daily 
life between the upper and middle classes^ He says the higher 
chiefs seldom associated freely together, unless at the morning 
kava parties, and that those meetings must be considered, in a 
great measure, as \nsits of custom and form* The matabule and 
mua freely associated with the chiefs to whom they belonged. 
They were their necessary attendants at kava parti^, etc*, and 
formed the bulk of their righting men and followers* They not 
only associated freely with one another, but also with the 
foUow'ers of other high chiefs, and even with those high chiefs 
themselves, without any reserve, excepting the requisite cere¬ 
monies of respect which occasion might require* Every liigh 
or governing chief had his kau-mfo {those who settled or dwelt 
with him), or, as they w'erc sometimes called, kau-mea (adherents) 
wLo consisted of inferior chiefs and matabule. Each of these 
inferior chiefs had his kau-tangata or body of fighting men, 
consisting chiefly of mua. The matabule had no kau-tangata. 
The retinue or kem-mfo oi a great chief therefore consisted of 
inferior chiefs (with their kau-taugata) and mat^ule\ and the 
retinue or kau-tangala of an inferior chief consisted of mua 
and perhaps also a few tua^ who had been found brave fellows* 

^ Gcrland, vol. VI, p. 

* Mariner, vol. Il, pp* 90 jq* Cf. HiJc* p* 31 tq. 
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A great number of these knu-mfo^ perhaps about eighty or 
ninety, actually dwelt in and near the superior chief's fencing 
(each fencing having many houses), whilst there ’were many 
others who slept and passed a great portion of their time at 
their own plantations. The matabide^ nowever, excepting per¬ 
haps two or three inspectors of the chiefs plantations, dwelt 
always in or near his fencing, as their presence was so often 
required by him for the reflation of different matters. With 
respect to the inferior chiefs, they generally lived at their 
plantations; but the greater part, or at least about half of the 
muGj dwelt in the neighbourhood of the great chief to whom 
th^ belonged*. 

Referring to Mariner's terms kau-mfo and kau-mea^ 1 see 
that, according to Baker's dicdonary', the word knu is a sign of 
the plural, applied generally to rational beings; that, according 
to both this and Pere A. C.’s dictionaries, uo/o means to dwell," 
“ to abide and that mea is, according to Baker, a verb, mean¬ 
ing “to do,’* “to attend to," and is, according to both dic¬ 
tionaries, a noun meaning “ things," “ affairs.” We therefore, 
apparently 1 get the idea of these attendants of a chief being 
a body of people, regarded in the double light of living with 
him, and attending to his affairs. T^iigata simply means '*a 
man.** 

In Tonga, as in Samoa, internal domestic service seems to 
have been performed, in part at all events, by members of the 
family, a man's children being made to ser\'e as attendants^. 
So also, Just as in Samoa a king W'as serv'cd by tulufaU, m 
Tonga he was served by matabukf and so on do\mwards to 
lower orders. Bays says that if the king dined out, his dinner 
was brought to him by matabule or gentlemen, who were seen 
bearing baskets of yams and pigs already cooked, carried on 
poles, this being not servile service, but a mark of respect; the 
chiefs also would tend a hand to scour the king's canoe, or 
assist occasionally in any particular work he had in hand. The 
same resjject also was paid to the matabule by the lower orders; 
thus the poor supported the chiefs and the chiefs supplied the 
king's tabled. Thomson says that each chief had hereditary 
retainers, who followed him to battle and obeyed him in time 
of peace^. In Baker's dictionary 1 find the terms feao^ “a 
guard,” “ an attendant ^' ifakajeaoy " a guard," “ a companion," 

■ Mmrintr, vol. ri, pp, ^ p. 135. 

* Jb^d^ * 3 +“ " £J.jPJVf. p. 
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‘'an aide-de-camp of the king/' This Jast term is given in 
Pere A. C/s dictionary as meaning a ''retinue^' (suite), "to 
k^p company/' "to court/' "to keep a chief company at 
night^'; and he gives the word takimama as meaning "to keep 
up the light in a chiefs house during the night,” From these 
terms, and the reference to personal services given above, it 
would appear that in Tonga the great chiefs, at all events, had 
a retinue w hich may be compared with that of Samoa, and 
that one of its members had the duty of guarding him and 
keeping his fire alight at night. 

M^ner tells us something of the occupations followed by 
the different dasses of society, and in a tabulated statement he 
divides them into those followed by matabule and mua^ by mm 
and iua^ and by inu only, stating also which were, and which 
were somedmes, hereditary^. I can hardly imagine that the 
differentiation can have been so dearly marked as Mariner’s 
table seems to suggest. 


SOCIETY ISLANDS 


The available information concerning the middle and lower 
dasses of society in the Societ^^ Islands is somewhat confusing, 
and the difficulty is increased Sy the different modes of spelling 
adopted by writers, which make it hard to discriminate betw^een 
terms which m^ or may not really be the same. I therefore 
propose in the first place to adopt the spelling of each writer 
whom I quote. The Duff missionaries place these classes of 
Tahiti in the following order: 

1. Totaha, Near relations or younger brother or tayti of chiefs. 

2. Ratirra. Gentlemen cwnirg land. 

3. MoH&hotiTK. Those who cultivated the land. 

4. Touttiu and tuti. Servants, of whom the iatter aitendod wholly on women". 

Anderson dirides them into 

z. Aiamikoojit. Vassals. 

2 . TfAu or toatcu. Servants or slave". 


Ellis, after hiding his list with the hui-arti {iht royal family 
and nobility) divides the classes into ^ 

1. (? AiuJ rsatira. Landed proprietor, or gentrv, or farmera 

2. Manahunt.. Common people, with whom he inelti^a 

3. Titi and uuttu. Slaves and servants*. 


\ ''ri. u, pp. flo-4. Cf, Pire A. C,.pp, i ^ 
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De Eovi$ refers to 

[. Eitioai and taahou, A bodj^ of people between the arf'i' and faatira; the 
first term being that employed in Tabid and Eimeo,^ and the other the term 
used in the nofth-westtm iaUnds* He does not regard them as a caste. 

2. Raatira. Petty' chiefs. 

j, Miinahune. Cfommon people^. 

Lesson puts next after the kings 

1. Tfflair. Petty' chiefs of di^cts. 

2. Ratira^. 

Schencer gives as the classes 

I* £telpm\ A class between the an'r and raalira, corresponding to the 
European dtlc of Honourable. 

a. Ri^^a and tatam^ Land-owners, the latter iczm being applied to the 
more distirigtiished membem. 

3. Manaaimf. Tenantry at will, a class that included prisoners of war^. 

The particulars given above are not ail presented by writers 
in the short tabulated form in w’hich I have put them; and I 
will now refer to some fuller and more explanatory information, 
though this will perhaps involve a little repetition, 

I first refer to four words given by Davies in his dictionary 
—-namely, taua, fmb, koa and ekoa, all of whicbj he says, meant 
*'a friend,” and [apparently also] "*a companion.” Cook says 
that the chiefs kept a kind of court, with a great number of 
attendants, chiefly youi^r brothers of their families, of whom 
some held particular offices, like members of a king's court^; 
and that the ehoa and wkannos [1 have not traced this term] 
were the principal persons about the king, forming his court, 
and were generally his relations®. Both G- Forster and J* H. 
Forster recognize the term hoa as simply meaning a friend, and 
not necessarily a relative®. The Duff missionaries say that the 
t<mha were the near relations, or younger brothers, or of 
the chiefs, and if there were more chiefs than one, the district 
was divided into diflferent padtoos or parishes, and each of these 
chiefs had tmoha under him’. According to de Bo vis, there 
was between the ari^i (chiefs) and ra'atira (middle classes) an 
intermediate class, called mtoai or ton/ion, w'ho w'ere what one 
might call nobles. He says that everything seemed to show 
that they were derived from marriages of families of the ari^t 

’ De Bovia, p. s^a. ' Le«on!, vnb l, p. 407. 

* Schejner, voL 11 r, p. 147 nat£^ 

*• Cook, vol. 1, p* 32.5. ^ Ihid^ voL iii, 333, 

♦ Forettr, Voy, voL l. p. 338. Forsler, Obt. p, 357 not* i. 
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with those of the ra'aiirai and that the ari*i gave them a 
hereditary or temporary supremacy over certain parts of the 
country where they had influence; this was wh^ foreigners 
found the islands divided into sub-districts, which had not 
changed, and had been ruled from that time by governors who 
had dtcred very little since^, 

Moerenhout refers to a great number of inferior chiefs called 
tavatui, who, with the landed proprietors or rdatira^ played the 
r 61 e of feudal barons^; Lesson applies the term ImtaiJU to the 
chiefs who governed the twenty-two districts into which he 
divides Tahiti^. In Davies's dictionary 1 find tiWana (English 
gofvemot) given as designating the principal chief of a district. 
Both ^herzer and Ribourt, however, say that this term w^as 
merely derived from the English word “governor,” adopted, 
according to Ribourt, since the arrival of the missionaries'^. 
I therefore propose to disregard it. 

We have, apparently, a number of words which w’ere used 
to designate certain persons who seem to have been redded 
as being in rank below the titled chiefs, but above the tS aika\ 
and I will, for the purpose of considering them, draw attention 
to the words taio and /lOo. Taio is a well-known term applied 
to a person adopted as a special friend; and A(wi, spelt /fotf, 
soa or otf, according to consonantal interchanges, was the 
general term, used all over Polynesia, for a friend or companion. 
Ari'j Taimai in one place uses the term fioa as meaning a 
brother, and elsewhere uses with the same meaning the terms 
hoa and taeaf t apparently regarded by her as synonymous. In 
both cases the term is used in connection with the adaption as 
a friend by one person of another, the adopted person in one 
case being a missionary^. Another point to which I refer is 
that i€ and its equivalents is the definite article “ the " all over 
Polynesia, induoing Tahiti, and, being placed in front of other 
words, has, 1 think, sometimes been the source of confusion 
by travellers, w'ho believed it to be an integral part of the word. 

I will, on the basis of these data, indulge in a little speculation 
as to possible meanings of some of these terms, bearing in 
mind that they are all used for a body of persons standing 
between the ari^i and the 1 suggest that tcfwha, iouhoUt 

taua and ehoa might be £e-h(ia^ and that tiaau or iayo w'as taio. 

^ De Bovia. pp, jg. * Moerenhout, voL ii, p* 6^ 

* Lesson, Poly. vol. i. p, 25?. 

* Schcracr, vol. III, p. 247 Ribourt, p. 204, 

" Ari'i Tairemi, pp. 123, ^5. 
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I admit frankly that this 13 pure speculation, so far as the te-koa 
interpretations are concerned, and that I may be quite wrong; 
but these teirns, as used by wters, must be ba^ upon 
Tahitian originals of some sort and mean something, and this 
is my excuse* If, however, I am correct, ail these terms re¬ 
ferred, possibly with some detailed variations of their usual 
meanings, to brothers, cousins, and perhaps other near rela¬ 
tions, and to friends, of whom some would be relatives and 
others perhaps persons adopted as brothers or other relatives, 
which, according to Polynesian ideas, would amount to the 
same thing^; and they might well be used specially to designate 
relatives and friends of the chiefs as the titled and aristocratic 
cl^. They would, in the main, be minor chiefs, or upper 
middle class people, w^hjchever we like to call them* 

I now turn to the pp^ple called by de Bovis and Seherzer 
^ieioai, I have already, in considering local and social grouping, 
referred shortly to the groups of people called hiva, consisting 
of persons c^ed individually iatoai, and [ there said that 
I should consider them further In this chapter. Ari'i Taimai 
says that the iatoai were hereditary under chiefs, and that 
the whole body of the iatoai in each district was known as the 
hiva. They were the messengers of the head chiefs, and the 
chc^n fighting chiefs or warriors, and they had, as part of 
their functions, the duty of punishing or revenging insults 
offered to the head chief. They may have been the source of 
parliament, civil service, army, law-courts, police, etc. They 
inherited the position, and the office might be filled by any of 
the family to represent the actual head-* Elsewhere, in dis¬ 
cussing a dispute as to the succession to the head chieftainship 
of the district of Papara, she refers to the hwa as being the 
judges w^ho would decide it®, xAndia y Varela says there ^vas 
no other judge, tribunal or member for trying the cases of 
offenders out the orf f, and, m his absence a governor-general 
of the kingdom* In the case of Vehiatua a iahaytoa w^as deputed 
to fill this office*. The term used here is apparently the same as 
that w'e are discussing, the article te having been included as 
part of the noun* Corney, in commenting on this, says the 
term referred to ffie iatofti loat a sort of martial landholder or 
baron, a Lord Lieutenant, High Sheriff and Puisne Judge in 

* ^ adopted into family wb$ regarded as a mcmbeir of the familv- 

* An 1 Tsimflj. jj, S. » Ibid, p. 33, 

* Corney, Tahiti, vol. ii, pp. 
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one, and that the position was hereditary, according to district*. 
Baessler, after giving the hereditary names of the aiiefs of each 
of the Tcva districts, says that, next to these chiefs stood the 
iatoaiy or sub-chiefs, who called together the above-mentioned 
arVi at the outbreak of a war, and had to lead the warriors to 
battle, and who together formed in each district a corporation 
called hiva^ which had to give counsel as to important events, 
and whose power was so great that they could even depose and 
apjpoint chiefs. Then, after explaining the methods adopted in 
cmling the people to war, he says that the dignity of the iatocd 
w'as, like that of the An*/, hereditary in the family, and when 
something prevented the sub-chief from attending, another 
member of the family would represent him^. Stevenson com¬ 
pares the iatoai to the tacksmen of the Scottish Highlands, znd 
says that the org^ization of eight sub-districts and eight ia^xu 
to a division was in use until yesterday among theTeva®. I ^link 
we may assume that the term eietoai used by de Bov'i^ and 
Scherzer was this iatoai. 

There appears to have been some confusion in the n md of 
de Bovis in identifying the iatoai with the touhou — or, 1 am 
calling them, te-hoa] and this is hardly matter for fjirprise, 
seeing that both of them seem to have been related to, or 
closely connected with, the chiefs. I think, however, that all 
the terms, other than iatoai^ which we have been dis(lssing 
may be regarded as having been general terms given tckViear 
relatives and friends — the latter having also been generalised 
perhaps always, related either by blood or adoption—otVyie 
chiefs, whilst the iatoai ^ constituting collectively the hiva^ v^re 
persons who had a definite official position as rulers of si\b- 
districts, and apparently had some control over the succession 
to the title of the chief of the district. Referring to de Bovid*s 
statement that the an*i would give them hereditary or tempora.Ty 
supremacy over certain parts of the country where they had 
influence^ I think we must believe that the government of 
these sub-districts was hereditary in certain families, the head 
of each of which was the iatoai of that sub-district, and that 
the temporary nature of an appointment W'ould arise, not from 
the deprivation of the family that was entitled to it hereditarily, 
but from its transference to some other member of the family; 
hence comes de Bovis’s statement that not only had the sub- 

‘ Coroey, Tahiti, vol. II, p. 265 note i. 

• Baessler, N.S.B. pp. 170 uj. ■ Stevenson, BaUads, p. 56 note 7. 
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districts not changed, but their govemore also had altered very 
little. ^ 

If all this is correct, then we must recognize that there was 
a system of social relationship within the respective districts, 
the ™lers of sub-districts having, apparently, been hereditary 
relations of the chiefs of the districts, it was for this reason 
that I referred to the and hwu in the discussion of social 
^ouping, though I thought it advisable, for reasons that will, 
T L posl^one the discussion of the matter, 

i^ink chat Smith points to the same thing when, in speaking 
of the district of Papara, he says chat in it, as in every Tahitian 
district, all the body of chiefs, one above another, were more 
or less connected by kindred ties, but conservative in regard 
to their rank, and the inferior chiefs were mostly i^alous in 
maintaining the dignity of their superior chieB, 

In discussing political areas and systems of the Society Islands 
I referred to what seen^ to have been a terminological, and per- 
^ps Symbolical, association of groups of people with canoes. 
I will now refer to another association or conception of a similar 
character, for which purpose I must mention some terms one or 
tivo of w hich have appeared al ready. I n Davieses dictionary the 
following words are given with the following meaning j iato^ 
the transverse beams which connect the outrigger to a canoe { 
iatoai^ the second class of the inferior chiefs; vaa^ a canoe; 
vooidva, all the people within ^e prescribed limits of the island 
or district, a division of the landowners; hw€ij 

a cl^, the company in a canoe. The present interest of these 
p^culars lies in the association of the terms iaioai and Ima 
with canoes, and in the characters of somewhat similar associa- 
Uons found in F^i and Rarotonga. In Fiji a chief of high 
rank had, in addition to his maranuiy or high-bom wives, other 
inferior wives, whose children were called kasii% and it is ex¬ 
plained that ksso w'ere the spars which bound the body of a 
c^oe to its outrigger. The chiefs were represented by the hull, 
the commoners by the outrigger, and the jWo, between the 
Uvo, were tied to both, and yet belonged to neither^. We only 
have to assume that these haso children would be what we may 
call minor chiefs, in order to see the similarities between the 
ideas of Fiji and Tahiti. The example from Rarotonga will be 
mention^ later. I may add that symbolism of a somewhat 
similar character is shown in the habit, at public assemblies, 

I JR 5 . vol. VI. p. 312 . i Fison.y.^X vol. i, p, 347 and note. 
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of comparing the people to a ship, of which the king was the 
mast, and the rdatira were the ropes by which the niast was 
kept upright^. The similarity between de Bo vis's suggestion 
that the iatom of Tahiti were derived from marriages between 
members of ari*i families and those of the ra^^atira and the use 
of the term iato for the beams connecting the outrigger to the 
canoe, and the use in Fiji of the term ka$o both for the children 
of a high born chief by inferior wives and for the connecting 
spars between the body of a canoe and its outrigger will have 
been noticed. We seem to have in both cases a conception of 
a social relationship between the chiefs, represented by the 
canoe, and the middle or low'er classes* represented by the out¬ 
rigger* the connecting link being issue of intermarriages be¬ 
tween members of the two classes of society* represented by 
the spars connecting the canoe with the outrigger; and I think 
this may be regarded as additional evidence pointing to social 
grouping in Tahiti. 

The ra^aitra were* according to Ellis, the gentry and farmers* 
the most influential class and the strength of the nation. They 
were generally owners of land, inherited from their ancestors, 
some of them having perhaps many hundred acres, and the 
less important members from a hundred to tw'cnty acres. They 
were in general more regular and temperate in their habits than 
those of the higher ranks* and in all measures of government 
they im^sed a restraint upon the extravagance or precipitancy 
of the king, who, without their co-operation* could carry but 
few of his measures. The number of their retainers or de¬ 
pendents was great So great was their influence that a 
measure of any importance, such as a declaration of war, or 
the fitting out of a fleet, was seldom undertaken without pre¬ 
vious consultation with them, either by private discussion or 
by the summoning of a public council®. Ellis says they were 
divided into distinct classes^, but he does not say what these 
W'ere. De Bovis says that an arn never became a plain ra*Qiira, 
nor did the latter ever become an orf There is no doubt that 
intermarria^ took place between members of these two 
classes, and indeed he thinks that the people whom he calls 
eitioai were the offspring of these marriages®. Such marriages 
would produce groups of people whose ancestry belonged to 


Ellt9, vri. in, p. 07, 


JhU, pp. 9.6 Iflg- Cf. dt Eovis nn 
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both classes, thus involving social admixture between them; 
so the question seems merely to be who might, and who might 
not, call himself an Tyerman and Bennet refer to a case 
of “the making of an arCi — that is, adopting into the royal 
family a person of inferior birth”^. 

The manahune were, according to Ellis, “all who were 
destitute of any land, and ignorant of the rude arts of carpen¬ 
tering, building, etc., which were respected among them, and 
such as w'ere reduced to a state of dependence upon those in 
higher stations....The fishermen and artisans (sometimes rank¬ 
ing with this class, but more frequently with that above it) may 
be said to have constituted the connecting link between the 
two”*. This may be a good general description of the manahune^ 
but it does not seem to enable us to picture them as a defined 
class or rank of society. If Ellis’s statement as to the ra'atira 
is exact, they were not all possessed of land; so up to this 
point we cannot discriminate between them and the manahune^ 
but a difference arises in that the ra'atira were, Ellis tells us, 
an industrious class, building their own houses and making 
their own cloth and mats*. Even then, however, the apparent 
difference is only one of efficiency in craftsmanship. Would, 
say, an inefficient ra*atira, who w'as unable to do these things, 
and so became “reduced to a state of dependence” become a 
manahune} Could a member of the latter class who acquired 
skill be elevated to the rank of the ra'atira} De Bovis says a 
manahune could hardly get out of his caste, though he rmght 
become a ra'atira by a j>ositive gift, though this was rare*. 
The Duff missionaries say that the manahune held their land 
under the totcha and roLatira^ answered all their demands to 
the best of their ability, made cloth for them, built their houses 
and helped in laborious work, and that some of them were ra 
or sacred*, and others common or unclean. 1 think we must 
associate this last statement with the general sanctity of chiefs 
as a class, and interpret it to mean that some of the manahune 
had some chief ancestry from which they had inherited some 
of this sanctity. The reference to building houses mav refer to 
mere labour, and not responsible work, and so would not be 
inconsistent with what Ellis says. De Bovis says that the mana¬ 
hune lived on the land of the arVi and ra*atira. He built a 

' Tyerman. vol. 1, p. 242. * EUtt, vol. ill, p. 96. 

• Ibid. p. 97. * De p. 244. 

‘ Wilson, p. 324. 
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house in the pJace assigned to him, and, with a few exceptions, 
enjoyed the fruit of his labour, and was so rarely dispossessed, 
if not through the fate of war, that he habitually transmitted 
his inheritance to his children and grandchildren, with the sole 
restriction that he was only the usufructuary of it; but this 
usufruct never ended in tfie family* The bondage was very^ 
gentle, consisting merely of certain gifts which every inferior 
made to his superior or host, ^vithout troubling very much 
about the rights of rent-charge^. 

I now to the class of servants and slaves. According to 
Daries's dictionary, teu meant an attendant on a chief or 
principal man; teuau meant an attendant on a chief; ieutcu 
meant servants,, attendants on a chief ; i meant king's 

attendants; and iki meant a captive in war, a slave, a refugee. 
Ellis uses the term isuteu for the servants and tki for the s lavesj 
but his comments all refer to the slaves. He defines them as 
having been those who had lost their liberty in battle, or who, 
in consequence of the defeat of the chiefs to whom they were 
attached, had become the propert)' of the conquerors, but 
among them men who, when disarmed or disabled in 
the field, fled to a chief for protection, and so became his 
slaves* He discu^ the question of slavery^ in Tahiti; but the 
only point to which I need refer is his statement that slaves or 
captives were alw'ays liable to suffer vindictive murder or to be 
reserved as human victims to be offered to the gods^. J. K. 
Forster says of the leuieti that they cultivated the lands of the 
chiefs (in which term he probably includes other landed pro¬ 
prietors), fed their pigs and dogs, and provided them with Food 
and clothing. He suggests that they were a kind of propert)^ 
of theu meters, and could be given aw'ay to others, his reason 
for this being a case in which it was in fact done“* I think it 
probable that it would be a slave who was given away* Bougain¬ 
ville also refers to this class*, ^ 

The tuH class of attendants, who, according to the Duff 
missionaries, attended w-holly on the women, included not 
uncommonly young men of the first families, who were ** so 
debased'^ by such feminine ser\^ce that they became excluded 
from all religious ceremonies*. I suspect these must have been 
the maAoo, of whom I shall speak direciiy. 


^ Dc BovIajj p. 444. 

■ voL j[j^ pp. iq, 

* Bouj^inville, pp. 254 , 2^0. 


^ Ofej* P- 37t. 

Wilson, p. 32,5* 
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Ari4 Taimai refers to a chief who had two jesters* a class of 
men much petted and allowed many liberties by all 
Among other privileges, they were always in the habit of re¬ 
ceiving some of the best shares in the distributions bv the arVt 
of food^. 

There w'as in Tahiti a strange class of society, identified 
apparently by the Duff missionaries with the tuti, but spoken 
of by writers as numhoo or mahoo. They were men w'ho adopted 
the role of women. According to the missionaries, these people 
adopted the mawhoo life when young; they dressed like women, 
followed their employments, including cloth making, and lived 
with and waited on women, and an example is given of one of 
them seen in Pomare*s train who mimicked the voice and every 
peculiarity’ of the sex. They sought the courtship of men, just 
as women did so, were even more jealous than were women of 
the men w'ho cohabited with them, and always refused to sleep 
with women. The actual W’omen did not despise them, but 
formed friendships with them, and one of them was taio to the 
wife of Pomare I. They were kept only by the principal chiefs» 
They w’ere treated as women, and not as men, in the application 
of all the rules of the taboo. They were under the prohibitions 
to w’hich women were subject as regards food, not being 
allowed to eat with men* or to eat their food, and having 
separate plantations for their ow'n use; but they might gather 
and dress the women’s food. They might not kindle fire from 
a fire made by other men, but women might kindle it from 
fire made by them. They were excluded from all religious 
assemblies, might not tread the sacred wound of the ninroe, or 
eat of food Tvhich had been there, or had been touched by those 
who officiated at the altar-. Crook gives an account of the 
behaviour that w’as witnessed between Pomare II and a man 
who was evidently a mahoo, and says that Pomare kept young 
men of this descnption near his person, and avoided the com¬ 
pany of females^. 

HERVEY ISLANDS 

I have found no definite information as to the classes of 
socie^’ in the island of Mangaia; but in Rarotonga, according 
to Williams, the class after the ariki, or king, was that of the 
mataiapo or governors of districts, after which come the ranga- 

^ Ari'i Tainul, p. 78. 

^ Wilson* pp. 156, 325, 339. 343. 347, 37j. Cf. Turobuli, p. 383. 

■ Crook, pp. 60, 73. 
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tira or landholders, and finally the rniga or tenants'. He says 
there was not such inequality of rank as in Tahiti, a man being 
great according to the number of his koif^a, or farms, which 
contained from one to four or five acres each and were let to 
^ probably refers to the rulers 

of the t\i'o, or perhaps three, main groups into which the 
people were divided, though this is not quite clear. 

According to ^\illiam Gill, these ranks were as stated above. 
He says the frwtampo were a class of independent landholders, 
either related to the anki^ or having gained their position by 
d^ds of valour [we have seen in the chapter on Chiefs” that 
Nicholas calls them minor cliiefs^* and iVloss calls them 
“ nobles ; under them w'ere the rangatita^ a kind of dependent 
tenantry, having certain prinleges which distinguished them 
from the mass of common people; these were the uitga^ and 
were in the condition of serfs. "Caste” did not ex^t as a 
^^stem; yet each grade had its distinct position in society^, 
Vr^a has several meanings, of which one is the " hermit crab*^'^. 

I draw attention to Williamses reference to the absence of 
inequality of rank and GilTs mention of the absence of caste. 
Apparently they both refer to the same thing, and though I 
do not understand ejpctly what they mean, the most likely 
interpretation is, I think, that the several named classes were 
not so sharply differentiated as in, say, Tahiti, 

Moss classifies and describes the people, after the ariM, as 
follows: The mataiapo^ to whom he refers as being ” nobles,” 
were the most powerfid class. The rangaiira held under the 
ffwtoffiipD, under the arikif or other independent land owners; 
their services w-ere public and honourable, but rendered at the 
call of the owner of their land, and given to the public in his 
name. The kommto were the second sons of rangaiiraj by a 
second wife, half brothers of the eldest, who was the rightful 
successor; the k&mom was of right one of the family The 
unga were the lowest. 7'hey held their land by sufferance, and 


* Williima, p. 214, 

• pp. Kainga and its c^uivaknu are uwd widdv in 

wtlh the of a pla« of abod.. ^possible 

meoninu bcin^j a plgM when: 

together, su to whidt I may refer to the pmcuce at feasts for the sevcrsl fnmilin 
W airanp themself m Mparsic giyups, and not mix with one anotb^^ 
Tonga ts us^ with the meaninffs, a relstive, a fHcnd, 

> W, Gill, vol. 11, pp. zi sq. * Gill, A.A.A^S. voh vir, p. 800. 
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their services were persona] and menial. Their origin is obscure, 
but probably they were not slaves^. It is curious that these 
komorio have not been mentioned by either of the other writers, 
but they may have included them among the rangatim. It 
will be remembered that both the and the 

are mentioned, and are referred to as minor chiefs, in the 
^aditions about Karika and Tangiia, and that in one place it 
is said that they set up eighty of each of these classes; the 
editors of the journal in which the traditions are published say, 
in a note, that both ranks were minor chiefs, ranting beneath 
the arikii and holding their lands independently®. 

Gill refers in several writings to the class of ttnga^, but the 
only point to which I need draw attention is that* according 
to him, they were, apparently, both in Mangaia and Rarotonga, 
liable to be killed for sacrifice and feasts^. 

i have, in discussing the social grouping of the people of 
Rarotonga, referred to the me of the term ngati for a group of 
people, apparently, according to the actual meaning of the 
term, of common descent. This term was, it seems, applicable 
to any group having, or believed to have, a common ancestry, 
and Moss, ^ we have seen, uses it to designate a poup of 
people forming a section of a or tribe, by which he evi¬ 
dently means one of the three main groups—the Karika, 
Tangiia, and Tinomana—of Rarotonga. Tnis island had, 
according to Moss, symbolic ideas, associated with that of a 
canoe, somewhat similar in character to, though not identical 
with, those found in Fiji and Tahiti» The word vaka, or its 
equivalents {va*a in Tahiti) meant a canoe,'* and kiato {wt& 
in Tahiti) meant the spars connecting the canoe with its out¬ 
rigger. Moss says that the ^^ak^l consisted of the ^'ki and his 
kiato. The ktaio thus consisted of all the tribe, except the uriki 
when the tribe was referred to; and of all the ngata, except its 
chief, and of all the family, except its head, when the term \vas 
applied to either of them respectively®. It seems probable that 
in all these cases the canoe that formed the subject of the 
symbolism would be the big war canoe; and if so, we get 
another illustration of ideas as to the duty of social co-operation 
in war. 

* Moss,voL 111, p. 24. * yj^.S. vot I, p. ag. 

’ GUI,, SjPJV.Gh p* i;4j LSJ, pp, ^j,zsq,\. voh Vltj pp. 700tq. 

Cf. W, GUI, Gttm, voL ii, p. la. 
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MARQUESAS 

G. Forster(1774)jwri^ngof Nukuhi^^ in the Marquesas^ says 
that an akatkt or chief did not have much respect paid to him^ ■ 
the ^ople were equal amou^ themselves; they had not reached 
the l^itian degree of civilization; difference of rank did not 
take pku:e among them; their political constitution had not 
acimired a settled monarchical form^ and no particular respect 
or honour in a district to which he specially refers, paid to 
their ^king Honu, w'hose pre-eminence appeared only in Ids 
dressy; the people were equal among themselves^. This Honu 
would no doubt be the head chief of one of the main groups 
mrobabiy m Anna Maria Ray), as there was no king of all 
Nukuhiva. Hale (1S3S-42) says that in the Marquesas there 
was less dtstmcUon of rank than in any other group. There 
were certain^ persons to whom the title of aiki (or more com- 
mo^y hakdi^^ was given, but it procured for them no power 
j beyond what thej' would otherwise possess, all 
they derived from the distinction consisting of certain tokens 
of respect that were paid to them. The rest of the people were 
l^dowTiers, or their relatives and tenants. A general feeling 
of equ^ity and personal independence prevailed, as in New 
Zealand There were no slavesL Radiguet (1842-3) says society 
in me Alarquesas w'as still in a rudimentary state*. 

Both Stewart and Vincendon-Dumoulin divide the people 
into two main groups.—not specific grades—fet the taboo 
cJass, W'hich included all sacred and secular ranks except the 
very common people, who formed the non-taboo class®. I do 
not think w'e must attach too much importance to this dual 
division. Jt probably points merely to a general idea that 
there ’was a cert^n amount of sanctity in all men, except the 
ven^ low'esc, the idea being perhaps similar in character to that 
of Tonga, which, accordmg to Mariner, caused them to believe 
that all classes of society had souls which on death went to 
paradise except the ver>^ lowest, who had no souls, or had such 
only as dissolved wdth the body after death’^, 

i draw attention to the statements as to general eoualitv 

® comment 

as to the taboo class. We shall see, in discussing the sanctity 

I Voy. voi. Jt, p. tp. ^ Ibiit. ^ r. ^ 
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of chiefs, that the sanctity, at all events of the lii|her Marquesan 
chiefs, and the infective taboo which was ara^buted to them, 
seems to have been comparable with that of Tahiti; and the 
question of their powers will be considered in another diapter, 
I think the evidence on all these subjects is more or less contra¬ 
dictory and difficult to co-ordinate, and that we must not assume 
that the element of equality, at all events as between the higher 
chiefs and thetr people, was as great as some writers appear 
to think. 

The information provided as to the various classes of society 
is not presented in a form that enables me to tabulate them as 
1 have done with reference to other islands, I shall* in dealing 
with it, exclude the aiva class (men deified in their lifetimes) 
and the various grades of priesthood. Radiguet only gives two 
classes, the aka'ifd (that is, of course, the chiefs, to whom I 
have already referr^), and the kjkiJiOf who, he says, formed 
the rest of the population. These kikino were not distinguish¬ 
able externally from the akdiki. They were generally the 
servants and soldiers of the chiefs, and their ordinary occupa¬ 
tion was confined to preparing and serving the fo^ of the 
family. A kikino ate of the same dish, and slept on the same 
mat as his master and was often the husband of the same 
woman; but he was not bound to the master and could leave 
him and go to another if he liked. Radiguet says of the chiefs 
that a man an aka*i^ by right of birth, or might become 
one by being illustrious in war, by marrying a woman chief, or 
by getting adopted by a chief. If an aka*iki lud several children, 
it was the eldest boy or girl ivho inherited the title and property, 
and the other children were kikino^. If this last statement is 
correct it is clear that there was no social line of differentiation 
between the two classes, i have found no reference by any 
other writer to this term kikino; Vincendon-Dumoulin speaks 
of a class of toa or warriors^, but this word, according to 
Tregear's dictionaiy, simply means “a warrior,” "brave,” 
” male.” Tautain refers to the families of chiefs as being called 
akatia in the north-western islands, and ana tin in those to the 
south-east®. The letter r Is not sounded in the Marquesas* 

^ Ractiguct, vol. pj>. 607 tq. I suspKct somt of the thirty »id as 

10the pntcdciil relationship of ■ Idktno to hiG and eapccially that 

of belnj^ the husband of the same woman, refer 10 the case of a ^'Atno who >vas 
the aka‘iki*s younger brother. 

* Viflctndo^-DumouiLfl^ J,M. p. iji. 

* Tautain, UAnthjra,. vol. viir, p, 541. 
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and we have seen^ in considering areas and systems* that the 
was replaced by A in the north-west and by n in the south- 
e^t. It follows that this term is the same as the ra?igatira 
of Rarotonga and the ra^atira of Tahiti. As regards the whole 
matter* so far as our available information goes* we can only 
di\Hde ^e people of the Marquesas (excluding priests and the 
lower classes) into chiefs and middle classes* and these appear 
to have been related to each other. 

We are told of certain classes ** of society * whose differentia¬ 
tion IS apparently one of occupation, rather chan of rank; and 
I propose to refer to them. The peio-pekeio were a class who 
receiv^ their sustenance from the chiefs for whom they per¬ 
formed servile offices* cultivated the soil, gathered in vegetables, 
etc.* and prepared food, in which they shared themselves^. 
Among these we must* I imajgine, include the hremaker’ 
attached to every important chief* and who also aaed as a 
personal attendant upon his master. This official, however, had 
the fu^er duty, when the chief was absent, of playing the 
part of husband to 2iis wife* and guarding her virtue from 
at^cks by others^, A class more independent than the peio~ 
pekeio were the or professional fishermen®. 

Another class was that of the hoki or kaioa. Vincendon- 
Dumouhn sa>^ they were something like wandering trouba- 
doi^, singers* who went from tribe to tribe* getting what the\' 
could (ckercher fortune). They were poets, musicians, com¬ 
posers and declaimers, and it was they who danced at great 
f^ts. They were careful of their persons* and, like women, 
whitened their skin with the juice of pqpA. They were not, 
however* treated with much respect* as indeed their effcmmate 
habits attracted contempt^, Stewart sa^'s that, besides those 
men who were personal attendants on the women, such of 
the male sex as engaged in the public songs and dances at 
their places of amusement was included as “common''*, 
^d again* he says there was among the men a species of 
dandy, who imitated the females in the use of the juice of the 
papa and in avoiding all exposure to the sun* but did it at the 


» Vinccndon-Dumoulm AM, p. 331. Cf. vdI iv n 

™ ^ SitillibMr* p. Si I Jardiii, p. » P- 3 7. 

* 07 - Cf- Lw^Orff, vdI. j, j .^. Wilson 
- *40; d Urvdtc. Voy. pm. vd. i, pp. 497 Hjimilton o ^ 
thi» iium VfB* probably the eWef* younfer broth^J' 

■ yincciYdon-DiiTnoulin./AA p. 231. Cf. d'CfrviUc .1^ ™ 

• Vin^^d^n-Dumoulto. /..M. 4 ,. ‘ 
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sacrifice of the privileges of the taboo, and were indeed mainly 
of the number under its restrictions as singers and dancers at 
the public eKhibitions; but in another place, in describing a 
tribal entertainment, he says that the singers performing the 
recitations and choruses accompanying the dance sat with the 
chiefs, etc., on the seats on the higher pavements^. 

The first point to which I draw attention is that the word 
spelt k^ioa is probably kaioit which is the same as the Society 
Island arioii the k being wanting in Tahiti and the r in the 
Marquesas, but the question whether these people were the 
equiv^ent of the arioi societies of the Society Islands cannot 
be discussed now. The dancers of the Marquesas, who kept 
their persons white by seclusion from the sun and whitened 
their skins with papa juice, were generally, or often, 1 think, 
men of high rank. 

But there is another curious question, Vincendon-Dumoulin 
refers to the care which the entertainers took of their persons 
and their use of the papa juice; Stewart speaks of personal 
attendants on women, but apparently distinguishes betw'ecn 
them and the entertainers; but then he speaks of the dandies 
with their effeminate habits and use of the papa juice who 
sacrificed the prixdleges of the taboo, and were chiefly under 
its restrictions as entertainers. It looks as though there were 
some confusion in the evidence, and it may be that there were 
in the Marquesas a number of men (distinct from the dancers), 
who in a way adopted feminine habits, and who were deprived 
of the masculine privileges, and subject to the feminine re¬ 
strictions, involved by the taboo. There is no suggestion of 
practices similar to those of the men-women of Tahiti; but the 
features of possible similarity may be noticed. 

D'Urville says that the nt^ua were the common people, the 
lowest class of all^. Vincendon-Dumoulin, who says that these 
were the people who were not regarded as taboo, tells us that 
they had no land, were not skilled warriors or builders, but 
tilled the land, and their condition was the most miserable of 
all, and it was from their ranks that the greatest number of 
victims demanded by the priests was taken*. It is possible 
that these people were in fact prisoners of war, as there is 
evidence of a custom of sometimes saving the livra of con¬ 
quered enemies, who were adopted into and entered the tribes 

* val, I, p. 33 j. * D*OrvilJe, V.P.Sr viol. JV. p. jjfi. 

“/.M, pp, ^ 3 1 
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of their conquerors^, being, as one writer says, reduced to 
slavery or simply eatenTheir use for sacrificial purposes 
renders this belief more probably true. Hale says there were 
no slaves in the Marquesas^; but the value of this statement 
depends upon what he means by slaves* 


PAUMOTU 


Two M an gar e van terms, pahtma and hwru-manu are used 
by writers, Pakaora is defined by the French missionaries as 
meaning the descendants of ancient victors'*; by Cuzent as 
being applied to the descendants of w'arriors, who formed the 
middle class®; and Caillot refers to them as persons possessing 
some means®. The kurtt-manu were, according to die mission¬ 
aries and Cuzent, the lowest class^* Caillot speaks of them as 
the common people, including, apparently, some of the 
warriors^* Caillot groups all these people together, as dis¬ 
tinguished from the arife' or iongoiti^ thus forming two main 
classes; he refers to the great distance between these two 
classes, "such ^ the person of mean birth could never cross; 
one was born, lived, and died plebeian, just as one was bom, 
lived, and died noble*’®* 1 also find the word rangatira given as 
meaning " a chief,* *" aprincipal,**" an owner,* ^" a proprietor 
and tioo as meaning the common people," " the raob^*'^; vrhilBt 
kaiaro is given as the tenn for "to enslave,** “ a captive***^, I 
may say, as to this, that according to an account of fighting in 
Man^eva, such of the defeated people as id not succeed in 
escaping became slaves of the conqueror^®; and that it is said 
that in the island of Anaa the young w omen and children w-ere 
kept as slaves*** The king of Mangareva had his prime minister 
and his courtiers and pages and a number of other servants, 
each charged with specific duties*®. 

I am not clear, as regards rht pakaora^ how- we should inter¬ 
pret the statements that they were the descendants of warriors 
or ancient victors. I think, however, that a possible explanation 
is that they w^ere people recognized as being descended from 


' /Jlf. p. 3(8, D'Ur\'il|e, VJ’.S. %'ol. iv, p. 330. 
** Du Peril Thouqra, vo\. IJ* p. 358. 

^ AuPJ^t vol, XK 3 CI, p. - 1 * 7 ^. 

‘ CaUlot. Mvtfui, p, 146: 

■ AJ^J^. XXXI, p* 374, Cvi^cni, FXG* p. up 

■ CbUIot, p. 4^7 

y,F.S. voL IV, p. 11. 

/bitt. p. Sir 

Mocrctmqut, vol. i. pp. 370 tq. 




Hole, p. 36 


CuiCCl, p. Ilj)', 


" Ibid. vaL lit, p, 

CaHJat. Myiha. p. lat, 
“ vol. xiv! p. 336. 
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^■arrior ariki or —kings or chiefs—(see chapter on 

“ Chiefs*') of past times, but who did not belong to the class of 
chiefs. Hiey would thus come within the description of what 
we are calling middle classes. We cannot identify them w’ith, 
or distinguish them from, the rat^atira; but it is possible that 
the term pakaora was applied to rangatha families of recognized 
old and honourable ori^n. 


N10E 

I have referred, in connection with the subject of chiefs, to 
Smithes use of both the terms patu and £fet as meaning a chief; 
but, though he is not quite clear, I am not sure that the two 
terms were quite identical and interchangeable, so we must 
consider the matter a little further. Smith refers to the term 
Jangai (Maori, wftangm) meaning “ to feed,'* as being used for 
a collection of relatives, suggesting that this use of the word 
was based on the custom for members of a family to feed 
together Patu, according to Williams, meant " a commander,** 
" a stalk'* /Aa, and its equivalents* meant'' a chief * * throughout 
Polynesia. Now Smith says, as we have seen, there were a 
gcwd many chiefs who were called either ik or patu, and 
this statement would be consistent with the presence of 
some difference in the use of the two terms, though it does 
not necessarily imply it. Further on, however, he says that 
the term patu^ which represented the head of a family, was 
more commonly used than Ud ; he identifies it with the term 
Jatu (Maori, whaiu), used in parts of Polynesia to mean, 
"a lord or chief, the head or core or centre of authority”; 
he says that the patu were the heads of the fangai, formed 
the local Jono, or councils, of each village, and with the iM 
filled the \^riou3 offices required in the polity of Niue, and 
did all the speechifying. In former times they were the l^ders 
in war, the tou, or warriors, and moreover were the principal 
landowners®. ^ 

It seems clear that Smith does not here regard the terms as 
having been quite identical, and the following seems to me the 
most probable explanation of the matter. The term patu was 
general, designating the head of a social group, large or small, 

* Smith, vol. XJ, p. i 6®. 

■ Williami, vol. u, p. 67. 

' Smith, vol. XJ, p. 178. 
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which might belong to the aristocracy, in which case the paiu 
would be spoken of as an ijfei, or might belong to a lower rank 
of society, and so the term iki would not properly be applied 
to him; though probably there was no hard and fast line of 
demarcation betw'een the two ranks. This interpretation brings 
Niue very much into line with what 1 think was the position 
in Samoa and Tonga, and it is, I think, consistent with some 
of Smith's statements* The persons who might be called either 
lAi or pQtu would be heads of families on the border-line be¬ 
tween the upper and middle classes; and the more common 
use of the term patu would be consistent with the confine¬ 
ment of the term ihi to what I may call the higher chiefs* 
It would be these upper chiefs or iki who filled the high 
offices required in the polity of the whole island, whilst the 
patu —minor chiefs or commoners nr both, just as we may 
choose to call them—would be the speakers at the local village 
Jono. So also we have seen that paiu-ild meant the king, and 
this term would be applicable to him as the paiu or head of the 
ihiy who were the MHu of the upper classes. 

Smith refers to the lalo-tangata or lower orders, over whom, he 
says, the iH and patu were supreme f He speaks of the practice 
for the conauerors in war to enslave such of the conquered 
people as did not succeed in escaping, saying that these would 
generally be women and children. He says the name for a slave 
was iupa — a crab—and compares it with the unga of Rarotonga®, 

Theptf^ir-rfet, or king of the w'hole island, had in each \ 411 age 
a representative called alavahai or alanga-vaka\ and he also 
had an officer called alanga-^oka-ne-mua^ or chief alanga-vokUy 
who was a kind of prime minister, and may be said to have 
carried on the business of the whole island, and indeed some¬ 
times usurped the power over it of thepafw-ifei. He was assisted 
by another minister called a hangau wLose functions Smith does 
not know®. I draw attention to the appearance of this term 
vaka\ but I have found no reference to any symbolic idea 
connected wath a canoe in Niue* 

ROTUMA 

Hale divides the middle and lower classes of Rotuma into 
the mamthua or maihua (councillors or elders) and the tha-muri 

■ Si»ilh,y.P. 5 . vdI. H, p. 178, 

’ /Aid. pH 5 ti, 

“ Ibid, p. 175. PertiBpt he had uj look after the fotid supply. 
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(common p^pje)^. I think the former of the^e terms must be 
matua (the elders); and it would perhaps refer to the pure^ or 
heads of the Hoangs who would take part in a district cotmciL 
^len says that every Rotuman was a landowner^ ; but I do not 
imagme that this statement would include the labouring classes, 
Gardiner says the mu [sacred king] had as attendants a number 
of officers, and gives the names or titles of these. 1 cannot say 
whether or not some of the names given may have been the 
names of certain families who held certain offices, or whether 
we must regard them all as having been terms designating the 
offices. Some of these officers formed, with some of their 
people, a special guard for the sou^ and always accompanied 
Kim. They w^ere armed with spears, and people who dUd not 
pay the necessary marks of respect were speared. They were 
bound to protect him, and if he was killed in war, any of them 
who had sur\dved the combat were killed^* 


UVEA 


In considering the subject of the chiefs, I have included 
among those of Uvea what are called village chiefs, though 
there is not a reference to any Polynesian term by which 
they were designated as a cla^. We may probably regard 
them as having been minor chiefs, or members of a middle 
class—whichever English terminology^ we choose to adopt. 
The only class below them, to which I have found any refer¬ 
ence, is that of the tua^ who formed the lowest class, and who, 
according to Mangeret, owed respect to, and were subject to 
the commands of il the others** 


EASTER ISLAND 


I have found no information as to scales of rank below that 
of the chiefs in Easter Island, except a reference to slaves, 
where, it is said, the conquered became, with his wives and 
children, the slaves of the conqueror, who took all that he 
possessed, and that the slave had to work on the land for his 
master, and perform the roughest work** 



^ Allen* voL vi, p. 573* 

./. voL xxvii, pp. 461 sqq. 
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TIKOPIA 

Rivers says that in Tikopia it was the duty of the paito crriki 
(the brothers of a chieH to see that the orders of the chief were 
carried out, his word being law to the people. Another rank 
was that of te pure mattm, which Rivers thinks belonged to the 
heads of families, the dignity being hereditary* Thepwr^ maiua 
acted, w'e are told, as counsellors and protectors of the chief, 
and it was their duty to provide him with food, each doing this 
for a day in turn, and the chief giving a present in return, and, 
when his larder was overstocked, giving the excess to the pure 
matua^. 


* Rivera. H.MS. vol. i, 340.. 


CHAPTER XXVII 

PRIESTS AND SORCERERS 


PRELIMINARY 

R ivers, after discussing the existing lack of termino¬ 
logical exactitude and uniformity in the u&e of the words 
religion " and magic,” explains the sense in which he pro- 
po^ to use ^e former term. He sap^ when i speak of 
religious practices, 1 shall mean practices which are believed 
to bring human beings into relation with powers which they 
re^rd as lugher timn themselves. On the intellectual side, the 
belief in this relation shows itself in the presence of the elements 
of appeal and propitiation in the rites which are held to bring 
the people into relation with the higher powers, while on the 
affective side, it shows itself especially in awe, wonder and 
love, which go far to make up the special group of emotions 
and sentiments associated with religion. The special significance 
of the element of appeal which I hold to be characteristic of 
religion is that it implies a belief that the being to whom the 
appeal is made is able to withhold that for which he is asked 
Rivers does not teQ us so precisely in what sense he uses the 
term magic,” but the mam feature by which, he suggests, it 
has been distinguished from religion seems to be t^t the 
actions of the agents engaged in it are believed by those agents 
to be in themselves sufficient to produce the results desired, 
without any clement of appeal or supplication to a higher 
power“j although, as he points out, in certain parts of Me¬ 
lanesia, some kind of spiritual agency was concerned in the 
rites of magic, the muna or power of the stone or other object 
used by the magician being due to a or spirit, this spirit 
had no power to withhold the production of the desired effect®. 

In Polynesia there were graded classes of men who engaged 
in operations, some of which were obviously religious, whilst 
others were of the character of magic. Writers call some of 
these people priests/’ and others “sorcerers," the latter being, 
speaking generally, an inferior class. The evidence shows, 

' Rivert, vol. ii, p. 405, ‘ Ibid^ p. 404. * Jhid, p. 406. 
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however, that some of the priests, who in their observances 
were in the habit of appealing to the gods, engaged in operations 
which we should, from their character, include under the term 
ma^c, and it tvas in some cases through a god, who might or 
might not comply with the prayer of the priest, that tire pro- 
c^ses of magic were put into operation, ft will be seen 
therefore that the distinction benveen religion and magic, as 
®^gS^sted above, must, if applied to Polynesia, be subjected 
to some qualification. I hope to discuss the religious and magical 
operations of the Pol3'nesians at a later date; but my impression 
at present is that the peculiarity, in this respect, of Polynesian 
ideas and practices probably had its origin in the interaction 
between what would, I imagine, be an earlier belief in magic 
pure and simple, and a later cult of theism, from which inter¬ 
action arose the idea that sometimes gods, acting on the per¬ 
suasion and through the instrumentality of their priests, caused 
the desired effects to follow^ certain acts by these priests, the 
character of which acts was, m some respects at all events 
similar to that of the operations usually performed by magicians 
or sorcerers. It follows therefore that in tabulating the grades 
in the islands of Polynesia of the people spoken of by writers 
as prit^ts or sorcerers, or described as having been engaged in 
operations of a religious or supernatural character, w^e must 
not assume the presence of any clearly defined line of distinction 
betw'^n pnests and sorcerers. 1 must also point out, as regards 
the whole subject matter with which J propose to deal, that I shall 
only be considering it in the light of statements by writers as to 
the functions of the various classes of persons to which they refer 
and that further light \rill be thrown upon it w^hen, at a future 
date, I describe the actual ceremonial practices and perform- 
^ces in w hich these persons engaged. I shall in a later chapter 
introduce eridence pointing to a close association betw'een the 
offices of chief and priest, and indicating that chiefs and other 
heads of social groups, great or small, w ere to a greater or less 
extent ex^offida priests of their groups. This close association 
u f to have prevailed as between the 

^efs and all the classes of the pnesthood, and for the present 
I propose to content mj’self with referring to evidence touchine 
the question of the priesthood generally. ^ 


SAMOA 
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SAMOA 

In Samoa the professional priests were called taula-aitu 
(anchors of the spirits)^* They were divided, according to 
Stair, into four classes, viz, priests of the war gods, keepers of 
the war gods, family priests and prophets or sorcerers^. The 
taula-aitu-Q-aitu-tau (anchors of the priests of the war gods) 
were important personages, being consulted, and invoking the 
help of several war gods, and especially the national war gods, 
in time of war; in particular they appealed to the great war 
goddess Nafanua, Each district* however, also had its own 
war god. The iaim-aitu-tau (keepers of the war gods) had the 
custody of the emblems or objects supposed to be inspired by 
the district w'ar gods. Stair does not, however, say whether 
these priests merely acted as custodians, or whether they also 
engag^ in religious observances. The iasiia-aitu-o-ainga 
(anchors of gods of families) were the priests of the family 
gods. The (anchors of the gods to 

predict or curse) are defined by Stair as having been prophets 
and sorcerers. Their services were sought to discover the 
whereabouts of stolen artictes and identify the thief, to effect 
revenge, by means of curses, for injuries committed upon the 
persons consulting them, and to predict the probable issue of 
sickness and invoke the aid of the gods in curing it®* There 
was a term vdajaatnu used for priests* or for some class of the 
priesthood‘s, but I cannot define it* Vda means a canoe, and, 
according to Pratt's diction a priest ;/£2‘o is a causative pre¬ 
fix; according to Pere A* C*'s Tongan dictionary, or iaua^ 
according to Pratt's Samoan dictionary, means w’^ar* It seems 
probable that atari has some symbolic connection with a 

canoe, such as is recorded from Fiji* Tahiti and Rarotonga, 
This is also suggested by the use of the term taula (anchor). 
All the different orders of priesthood possessed great influence 
over the minds of the people who w^ere kept in constant fear 
by their threats, and impoverished by their exactions'^* The 
village priest also appointed feast days in honour of the god, 
and conveyed to the people the divine wishes 

There is a Maori word iahmxga which, according to Tregear's 
dictionary, means a skilled person, and among others, a priest* 

^ Si&ir, p. 130- Krlmer, SJ, vol. 1 , p. aj np(r, Ella, vD].iv,p. 63 S* 

» Stair, p* 130 . ‘ Ibid, pp. i3Ci-5. 

* Sructwi, p- 74. Cf, Pratt 't dtctiDnaiy* 

* Stair, p* 13S' Brown, p. 3.18. * Pfitdmrd, p, i to. 
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This term in one form of spelling or another, is widetv 

applied to such occupations Z 
ta^ntemg, and apparently to any trade or art, at all events 
if It involved some sMI. Its use with the meaning of “ priest" 
prct-ails or prevailed, a^rding to this dictionary, in New 

Mangaia. and in tte Paumotu 
n ® sorcerer; it is possible that it was used 

to designate a pnest or sorcerer in other islands also. The 
interest of this matter as affecting our present subject, is that 
there seems to be no doubt that skill in any work was in Poly- 
attributed to gods or other supernatural beinre, 
md the pnest or sorcerer would be called (n/runea because of 
his ability to pray to the gods, or exercise thXtKner- 
naturaj powers of his craft. ^ 

The only meaning given in Pratt’s dictionary for tu/unea 
{the Samoan equivalent of tofainga) are “ # carnenter'^' 
tattr^-maker.” E have already refeii-ed to ffT teJiJ. hi dis¬ 
cussing the rmddle and lower classes of Samoa, but we must 
now look at these departmental experts from another point of 

families and elms the 
fishermen, tanooers and’ old 
women functioned as pncstsi. Payment to the artisans was not 
rrearded as compensation for the work performed but as an 

d t ‘fi® ■nsster workmlm as priest 

of ^e god disposed of the payments in the name of the*^Eod 
as IS evident, says von Billow, from'the fact that the last^^ 

□*f npT*’"" boat-making, and the iiia& 

of a net, was call^ed irmma, umir meaning ’^oven” and in a 
npirative sense that which was baked in the oven, and ta 
mc^ng sacred ; and he refers to certain practices pointing 

thi^ thi^ ’ “* ofmakinl 

Stuebel, speaking generally of the subject of the priesthood 
says that there were a number of persons who acted nrofes- 
sionaUy. It was not with them a question of any special miirh 
less hereditary cdling. The activity was nofeoS^^^^k 

any name j by which he apparently means any family Anyone 
coidd at^n to a certain respect and recognition through luckv 

swtimymg or treatment of the sick. Now and then^the son 
also became a soothsayer^* 

■ C'/ofcu, vol, LXVIJI, p, 367, 

Von BOlow, v<j 1, XIV, p. ^5+ 


• SrufbeJ. p. 75 
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There is no suggestion by the writers whom I have quoted 
that the Samoan priests had any mental infirmity or other 
defect* such as is often attributed by unculturea races to 
supernatural possession*; but there is an indication of this. 
It is said that the office of the taula^aitu was often taken 
up or given on account of malformation, or from a striking 
pecuiiarity in temper or disposition. Hence many hunch¬ 
backs and epileptics were iauh-aitu^ being regarded as pos¬ 
sessed of an aitu\ and the writer says that the only woman 
iaula-aitu known to him was an epileptic®. The extraordinary 
proceedings* with contortions and foaming at the mouth* of 
persons who were under the inspiration of a god are* I may 
saVt reported from a number of islands. 

There w'ere evidently priestesses in Samoa. This has been 
indicated by Stalr*s statement that the head of a family* or his 
sister, was its priest^* by the references above to old women 
functioning as priests and to a w'oman priest who was an epi¬ 
leptic; and von Bulow says that women priests served certain 

TONGA 

In Tonga the term for a priest was* according to Mariner* 
faJie-npehej which meant “split off*” "separate*” or "distinct 
from*'” the idea being that the priest was a man with a peculiar 
or distinct quality of mind or soul, which disposed some god 
to inspire him occasionally®. West divides priests into two 
classes; viz, first the iaulu, or priests who were supposed to 
be inspired by the gods, whilst receiving and answering the 
prayers and sacrifices of the worshippers; and second* the 
feaOf \vho were attendants on the tmuat offered the sacrifices 
made by worshippers, and whose duty it was to maintain the 
temples in good order and repair®, 

I find in P^:re A, C/$ dictionary the following terms: motiui- 
iitpu, a priest; kiMti, a diviner or prophet; a stone 

serving to anchor a canoe* a sacrificer; tattltwnet a sacrificer. 
I find in Baker*s dictionary' the following: iatiimki laJtif a high 
priest; kikiit\ to divine* foretell, augur or prophesv; kau~kiktti^ 
a prophet; tnoihu^ a priest, a mediator, one who offers sacrifice; 
taula, an anchor* a priest. 

' Cf, Frazfir* BJ. p. i|* Elln, A voI, iv, p. 63S. 

■ St&ir, p. 212. * Von Btllow, I,A.E. vol. xiu* p. 56. 

* Miiriiier, vol. II. p. 87, • W«t, pp, 154 iq. 


410 PRIESTS AND SORCERERS 

Lawrj- the term taula eiki for the chief priest*. Bastian 
Mys tlwt wniJe the tavh or priest was inspired in the temple 
his assistant or feao brought offerings to the god^; but he also 
uses the term taufa-erki for a priest®, Reiter savs that tauLi eiki 
me^t the aiii^or of the chief (or lord), and denoted the object 
or mdjvidua] in which the divinity or superior spirit appeared: 
It was specially used in speaking of persons, for each divinity 
orjaahi kehe had his appointed individual in whom he appeared 
from time to time-^. 

It seems clear that tatda^ meaning, as in Samoa, an anchorp 
was a general term for a priest, and we may well believe that 
taula etki was a superior form of designation, and that this 
term taulmki lahi^ w^ere both used for a head priest, jahi 
meaning gr^t.” I see, as regardsthat Jake meant 
a an^ion or class of men, and agehe meant distinct or different®; 
so this word was apparently another descriptive term for a 
priest. It l<Mks as if it were the same word as Reiter's faahi 
kef^, though the latter applies it to the god and not to the 
^ ^ think, accept the term/eno, referred to by 

both W est and Bastian, as meaning an assistant or attendant 
priest, more especially as 1 find in Baker's dictionary that the 
word meant^ to attend upon," “to guard," “to accompany 
as a ser\'ant ; this man was veiy likely a guardian of the sacred 
objects, and the assistant of the priest when engaged in his 
sacred duties. Kikiti evidently meant a diviner or prophet: 
but we cannot say whether it referred to a distinct class of the 
priesthood, or was merely descriptive of priests who could do 
ce^n thin^. I should imagine that kau-kikiii was a plural, 
refernng to divmers and prophets ^nerally, Motua-tapu would 
simply mean a sacred old man. Vae is given in Baker's die* 
bon^ as meaning “to divide a fish longways"; in P^re A, C.'s 
given with the general meaning “to divide " 
and the same meaning is given by Mariner®. Possibly the use 
of the term taula vae for a sacrificer referred to the cuttine up 
of the food offered to the god. I can only speculate as to the 
meaning of the word moihi, suggesting that it is amo-i~hu. 
Amo IS, accordmg to Tregear's dictionary, a common Poly- 

“^‘"1shoulder; it is so, according to 
rratt s dictionary, m Samoa, and according to Baker's die- 

‘ Manner, voJ. ii, vocabulary. ^ ' 
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tionary in Tonga, though there it is spelt haamo. The letter i 
is an objective* Hu^ in Tonga, means, according to Baker^s 
dictionary, worship or sacrifice. It be therefore that moiku 
meant the man who carried the sacrincial offering, and would 
possibly place it on the altar, 

D*Urville tells us of the iavaka^ a sort of dignitary, who 
seemed specially charged with all affairs relating cuJte'* 
and without whose participation no act passed could be leg^. 
He says that the title inva^ wras a very old one^ and it appears 
in Bater^s dictionary as that of the chief of Bea, a district at 
the western side of the inland sea of Tongatabu. The im¬ 
portance of this person is illustrated by the fact that his place 
at the kava circle was directly next to the fuikatiokubolu, who 
was at the head of it^. The word Lavaka" was evidently the 
title of a family of chiefs, and not a definitive term. If this man 
was indeed an exalted functionary, charged with all matters 
relating to worship, I cannot identify his ofliice with anything 
in Tonga w^hich 1 have read unless, perhaps, he was the taala 
eiki or iaula eiki laM in d^Urville*s time. 

Mariner says that the habits of the priests were precisely the 
same as those of other persons of the same station; and when 
they were not inspired, the respect that was paid to them was 
only that which was due to their own rank. He recollected no 
chief that was a priest; and though Finau was sometimes 
inspired by Tali^y^Tubo [the patron of the hau and his family] 1 
who never inspired any one but the king, he was not on this 
account regarded as a priest, those only being considered as 
such who were frequently inspired by some particular god®* 
Generally the eldest son of a priest became, after his father ^s 
death, a priest of the god who had inspired his father. Mariner 
draws attention to the fact that in the Hawai'ian islands the 
priests seemed to be a distinct order or body of men, living 
for the most part together, holding occasional conferences, and 
at all times respected by the body of the people; w'hereaa in 
the Tongan islands the priests lived indiscriminately with the 
rest of the people, were not respected on the score of their 
being priests, except w hen actually inspired, and held no known 

* D^Urville, A tiro. vol. iv, p. 73. * Ibid, 

" Finau would not be a pziest^ hut 1 think it would be os the 

natural prieal <pf his fsuniJy that be got inapintion frotti thisi god as the deity of 
the hau family* 'Ilie imu of Tonga was the but Fimu was the 

head of a branch of the KanokaMu family, and it was prolrably as such that he 
worshipped the god. 
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conferences together, as an allied body. If there was any differ¬ 
ence bettt’een them and the rest of the people, it was that they 
were rather more giyen to reflection, and somewhat more taci- 
tom, and protebly greater observers of what was going forward*. 
I generally belonged to the lower order of chiefe, or that 
ot the ntatabale, though sometimes great chiefs were visited 
by the gods, as m the case of Finau referred to above^. The 
favour of dinjie mspiration was seJdom bestowed upon men 
of fugher rank than the matabuie^. According to d'Urville 

properly speaking, the only people 
venerated as such being men inspired by the god, among whom 
the cfuefs . The missionaries did not find 
that the 1 ongans had priests, or any stated ceremonial worship- 
but possessed many superstitious notions about spirits^ They 
saw no pepon who seemed more religious than another, or 
anjihing that could lead them to suppose that there was any 
such character as a priest among them; in all offerings presented 
each man killed and proffered his own sacrifice*. 

Mariner, in enumerating the principal gods of Tonga, gives 
us amongst other things, the following information. Tali-y- 
1 ubo, the patron god of the fmu (whoever might for the time 
being hold the office) and his family, had four houses dedicated 

^ [Mariner means 

finauj himself who was sometimes inspired. Tui foa Bulotu 
a d^;y specially, apparently, invoked by the heads of great 
famihes, had several houses and several priests, whom he in¬ 
spired oa^jonally. Hikuleo, to whom I have referred in a 
previous chapter (the god of the dead), had neither priest nor 
^use; but it w^ said heti^as never supposed to come to Tonga 
lubo Toty, patron of Finau's family and the god of 
voyages who in his first quality was often invoked by Finau 
and m the second by chiefs, had several houses, and^one or 
^rhaps several priests. Aia*i Valu, another patron of Finau's 
family, and often consulted on behalf of sick persons, had a 
house, and at least one priest. Alo-alo, the grf of weather 

sen,yally invoked about once a month; 

It the weaker was seasonable, and every day when it was bad 

f-illy pow^n, had t^.0Tou^: 
at each of which there was a pnest. Tut Bulotu, a god of the 


J iMariuer. vol. ri, pp. jz9 
* lirid. p. izs. 

Wilson, p. ijx. 


* Ibid. p. S7, 

* pp- ‘ 9 - 
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sea and voyages, had three houses, and perhaps two or three 
priests. Tangaroa, in Tonga the god of arohcers and arfe, had 
several priests, all carpenters, and may have had a housed. 
Mariner says the gods who had priests were invoked through 
them, but those wmo had not were invoked by matabule^, 

I think that in the face of the evidence of other writers, 
including the particu^a^s Just given as to certain gods and their 
priests, we must reject the suggestions by d'Umlle and the 
ihiff missionaries as to the absence of professional priests; 
perhaps they were misled by the absence of any marted co¬ 
operation between the priests, and their similarity, when not 
inspired, to other people, to which Mariner refers. 


West says that the office of the priests was hereditary, and 
that their pow'er was second only to that of the chiefs, they 
exercising powerful influence even over warrior chiefs. They 
took their rank from their gods and chiefs, the worship of the 
former determining in a great measure the p^ularity of the 
latter®. According to Mariner, the veneration offeed to a priest 
depended upon the rank of the god that inspired him. He says 
that a priest, when inspired, commanded the reverence of tue 
whole people; if the king happened to be present he retired 
to a respectful distance and showed his deference by sitting 
down among the body of the spectators. Even the tuitonga 
and Viachi would do the same, because at that time the god 
himself existed in the person of the priest*. An inspired priest, 
even if only a mua, would preside at a kava ceremony, whilst 
the greatest chief present would go to the exterior of the circle®, 
which, I may say, means that Re placed himself at the least 
honourable place in the circle. Bays refers to a chief who was 
formerly one of Tonga’s principal priests, and who had so 
much authority, that, ivhatever he demanded of any of the 
people, none dared to refuse®. 

According to Mariner, persons w'ho w'ere not priests, particu¬ 
larly females, were often visited by the gods. They were 
^uaJly low spirited and thoughtful, and as the symptoms 
increased they generally shed a profusion of tears, and some¬ 
times swooned away for a few minutes. The height of the 

' Mariner. va|. n, pp. 104-S, 

■ Ibid. %ol. tf p, 390, I mint <nil, with Kfermce to MBriner’a iiatemtnt, 
aomc of these had no priests, that they may have had priests in the 
island of Tongatabg; but (hat Mariner would not be aware of this. 

^ West, p. 257. * Marinor, vot ll, p. 87. 

‘ P- * Bays. p. I to; cf. p. 118. 
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paroxysm [asted aa a rule from a quarter to half an hour; but 
they did not go through the violent convulsions, etc^^ which 
afflicted an inspired priest^, I gather from some furtJier 
particulars which Mariner gives as to these cases^ that the 
cause of the divine visitation in them was something relating 
to the person visited, and not to the people generally. 

References by writers show that there were priestesses in 
Tonga^- 


SOCIETY ISLANDS 


The available information as to the classification of the 
priests of the Society' Islands is somewhat confusing and difficult 
to piece together. 

Moerennout says that in each district (apparently in Tahiti) 
there was only one faama or high priest {souv^am 

sactificateur)^ charged with presiding over important ceremonies 
and on solemn occasions and offering human victims to the 
gods^; and he then says that there were connected with the 
national temples, besides the high priKt, the following: (i) an 
amoi toa (guardian of images); (a) a pouri (subordinate priest); 
and (3) a certain number of opou nmi (people employed in the 
keeping up, etc*, of the temple, dressing the altars, burying 
the remains of victims, etc.)®. G. Forater, not, apparently, 
referring specially to any particular sort of temple, speaks of 3 
tahawa-rahm^ or high priest®; and tells us that Cook’s party 
met three men, who were said to be and who were 

tata-no-t-eatooa^ men belonging to the divinity and to the 
marae', J. R. Forster gives the sole term of tahouwa as meaning 
a priest®. In the account given by the missionaries we are 
told that the priesthood was clivided into two orders; the 
Uiltowra Tfiorait who offlciated in all the prayers and oblations 
made in the morai^ and the iahGfwra eatooa, who ”affected** 
inspiration*. The Spaniards of 1772 apply the itxm puri to all 
priests, and commenting on this, Corney suggests that tahua 
pure (skilled person versed in prayer) would be more correct^®, 
Tyerman and Bennet refer to the priest who had to carry the 
image of the god Tane at the great temple in Huahine as 
te-amo-atua^^. Ellis says the priests of the national temple were 


^ -Tui. JJ.J, Jjjr. 
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a distinct class; but he does not classify them in any \vay» and 
gives no Tahitian names except that he tells us the king was 
sometimes the high priest of the nation»and the highest saoer* 
dotd dignity was often possessed by some member of the 
reigning fkmiiy, and that the priests of the family gods were 
the fathers of the families^. According to du Petit Thonars, 
the priests were called and both he and the French 

missionaries say that this term was applied to the missionaries^, 
who would no doubt be re^rded as priests, 

I shall, in considering this material, avail mj^lf, as regards 
some of the terms, of suggestions as to their p^sible meaning 
which I obtained some years ago from Mr Sidney H, Ray, 
made, as he told me, in the absence of any Tahitian dictionary 
to wtdeh he could refer, 

Poure (Moerenhout) and puri f Spaniards^ are evidently pure 
which in Tahiti meant, accortog to Tregear's dictionary 
"prayer," “worship," "to pray," and so would be used 
descriptively for a priest, 

Takowa (G. Forster), iahmxwa (J. R, Forster) and toltowta 
{Dug missionaries) are all, I think, intended for the 

Tahitian equivalent of the Maori tohtmgay used for a skilled 
person, including a priest, 

I may say, as regards these two terms {pure and tahua)^ that 
their meaning is further illustrated by the fuller word tahtt^me 
given in Davies's dictionary as meaning a priest officiating at 
the mmne^ he would be a person skilled in prayer. 

Fauoua pouri (Moerenhout), The term faaoua is difficult to 
interpret, as it offers several possibilities. I draw attention, 
however, to the Maori whaka^ which is a causative prefix. The 
Tongan form is fako^ and that of Samoa is fa The wh of 
New Zealand, may, according to Tregear, be either h or / in 
Tahiti and the it is wanting, and apparently the Tahitian form 
of tvhaMa might be either or /a*a, the two terms being used 

indiscriminately (see Tregear"^s dictionary, p* 6 o 5 ), I suggest 
therefore, as a possibility, that fuaoua poure was a fun pure^ and 
meant a maker or causer of prayer, that is, a person who en¬ 
gaged or caused other persons to engage in prayers; it might 
wdl be a term applied to a high priest, which is the meaning 
that Moerenhout gives to it. 

Amot loa (Moerenhout) and ie-afTtu-ntua (T. and B.). Ray 

^ vol. 1, p. 34a. ’ Du Pedt Thauara, vol. 11, p. 4”- 

■ A vol. X, p. 1*1. 
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suggested that the former term (I had not submitted the latter 
to him) was perhaps amo { atua, amo meaning to carrj', and i 
implying the objective case. I have already referred to the 
word amo in connection with Tongan terminology^ and I see 
from Tregear^s dictionary that it w-as used in Tahiti. I think 
Ray’s suggestion is probably correct, and that both terms 
referred to the man who carried the image of the god, and who 
would probably be the person who took care of it. 

Opou noui (Moerenhout). This should, I think, be rjui 
and means literally “big belly/* but I cannot understand vvhy 
it should be applied specially to the persons employed for the 
poses to which Moerenhout refers. 

TafiOiva r^ai (Forster) is, I presume* tahua rahi, a great 
priest. Rafii means great. 

Te-apoo-nee (Forster). Ray said that te apu net meant " this 
assembly”; but I do not know w'hy this term should be applied 
specially to people belonging to the god and his frnirae. 

Tata-no-t-eatooa (Forster). Ray’s interpretation of this was 
taaia (person, people), no (belonging to)* te (the), atua (god), 
and there can, I think* be no doubt this is correct, 

Taiiotura morfli and tahozvra eatooa (Duff)^ presumably meant 
skilled persons (priests) of the marae and of the atua respectively. 

I will now try to classify the priesthood on the basis of the 
actual evidence and the suggested explanations of its termino- 
logy. 

raa a pure and tahua rahi meant a high priest. 

Taltua and pure were general terms for priests, the former 
meaning persons skilled (in prayer) and the latter meaning 
prayer* and so being applied descriptively to the persons 
engaged in it. 

Amo i aiua were the keepers of the images of the gods, and 
carried them xvhen necessary, 

Tahua marae and takua aiua w^ere perhaps general descriptive 
terms, of which the former may possibly have been applied 
to priests W"ho officiated at ceremonies, and the latter to those 
who received direct inspiration from the gods, 

Taata no te a/ua may have been merely a general descriptive 
term applied to priests; at all events I cannot connect it with 
any specific ranks or duties. 

Opu-nui w^as probably a term applied to the persons engaged 
in the duties to which Moerenhout refers* but 1 cannot suggest 
why they w-ere so called. Perhaps te apu net was the same 
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Orometua. I tlid not submit this term to Mr Ray* Koro had in 
New Zealand^ according to Tregear's dictionary, as one of its 
meanings, *‘a person,*' “a nian”j and mataa, or metuay or 
motua had a general meaning throughout Polynesia of a parent 
or old person. I am not aware that oro, the equivalent of /toro, 
was used in Tahiti for *^a person,** but Tregear refers to a 
Samoan word olomaiua (an old w'oman) and the Tahitian w'ord 
orome^m (an instructor). It seems pretty clear that the primary 
meaning of the term was “an old person,** and that its applica¬ 
tion to a priest, and to an instructor (wLo wmuld generally be 
a priest) was derivative* I may say that the same term was used 
In Ta^ti for certain spirits of the dead, w^ho were objects of 
worship, and who would, as a general class, be regarded as 
elders* 

According to Cook, there were priests of every class, and 
they officiated only among that class to which they belonged; 
a priest of the inferior class was never called upon by those of 
superior rank, and tfice versa^. So also the Duff missionaries 
mention priests who superintended the lower orders of the 
people^ i and de Bo vis tells us that a mufsaliune could become 
a priest, but he preserved a position proportionately Inferior, 
although at certain times it raised him much above, not only 
his own class, but even above the class immediately superior®* 
Presumably he would only be a priest to his own class, and his 
temporary prestige would only, I imagine, be reco^ized on occa¬ 
sions of special manifestation (contortions, etc.) ofliis inspi ratio n, 
being possessed by a god. J. R. Forster says, they appointed 
certain persons for the peculiar petformance of prayers, ntes and 
ceremonies. Each chief or king of an island chose from among 
the inferior chiefs an intelligent person, to be his tahm or priest 
to perform these duties i $0 also each chief of a province had 
likewise a priest, and the inferior ranks of the people had in 
the same manner peculiar priests, who could not perform rites 
and offer up prayers for men of a higher class^* So also Ellis 
says that the father w'as the priest of tlie family; the priest of 
a village or district was a chief, and his family was sacred; and 
the priests of a national temple w ere a distinct class^. Perhaps 
we may associate with all this the statement that people would 
refer to the km an*i and hm rdutira^ but never to the kui tahua^y 

' Cwk. vol. i, p. 22^* * VVilion* p. 338. 

* Dc Bov'is, p. 244. * FofStjcr, Om. pp. 545 tq. 

* Ellis. vol. I, p. 342. • De Bovji, pp, 24j f^* 
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kui being a collective prefix, referring in this case to a group 
of people of a certain rank—high or low—of society, and the 
priests not having been regardSl as forming such a group in 
themselves. 

Cook says the priestly office w-as hereditar)'^; and this is 
confirmed by Ellis, w ho says it was so in all departments of the 
priesthood-; by G. Forster, who says that a priest held his 
office for life®; by J, R, Forster, who says it descended from 
father to son ; and by Moerenhout, w^ho says it was hereditary, 
“ like that of every public function De Bovis qualifies this. 
He says the priest was only an emanation of the power of the 
chief in what concerned the religious duties—simply a delegate. 
These functions qiute naturally tended to become hereditary, 
because sons were mstructed in their fathers* trades and pro¬ 
fessions; but it did not constitute a right generally recognized, 
for the authority of the priest ivas by law revocable according 
to the pleasure of the sovereign, and kings sometimes used this 
faculty*. I attach some interest to this qualification, for 1 
suspert that the hereditary character of various skilled offices 
in Polynesia (iofmnga and corresponding terms) arose from the 
custom for a father to instruct his son, and was not quite so 
strictly hereditary as writers would lead us to believe, 

Moerenhout distinguishes between priests, inspired by the 
gods, who were sought after and venerated, and sorcerers, 
practising enchantments and witchcraft, w'ho w'ere avoided and 
feared^; but apparently, according to him, both priests and 
sorcerers engaged in what we should call sorcery EUis, though 
he speaks of both priests and sorcerers, seems sometimes to 
use the tw'o terms as though they were interchangeable*. 

Moerenhout also refers to certain persons, not of the priest¬ 
hood, w ho were inspired permanently or periodically, and could 
at almost any time obtain inspiration, and make oracular state¬ 
ments as mouthpieces of the god, whose name they often tcK>k^®, 
These people formed a kind of college or corporation in 'X’ahiti, 
and had considerable power; and, although linked with the 
priests, they rather supplanted them in their functions as 
augurers in time of war. The influence of these inspired men 


Cook. voL 1, p. iia. 
Elliot vd|. I, p. 342 . 
Fonlcf. Obi^ p. 546 
De BavJa^ p. i 


■ Foratern Toy. vctl. 11, p, 154. 

‘ Mwrenhiiiut, vol. l, p. 475, 

’ Moerenhout, vol. 1, p. 4^0. 
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over combatants was accentuated by the positive and vehement 
nature of their pronouncements^ as compared with the s'ague 
and uncertain statements which followed the investigation by 
the priests of victims, their consultation of the heavens and 
their experiences of dreams. It was therefore one of these 
inspired lay-men who, speaking in the name of Oro, fixed days 
of battle, and received, as the god, the three first prisoners and 
other victims^* 

There was another body of Society Island officials, to whom 
Mocrenhout draws attention j t hese were, he says, the who, 

he saj^, were the special official depositories and preservers of the 
sacred traditions. The memory of these men was astonishing, 
and they could go on for whole nights, reciting these ancient 
traditions, word for word. On solemn occasions they would 
walk slowly at night-time round the temples and other sacred 
places, reating all the time; and it w^as from this practice that 
they derived their name of hare^^ or w'alkers in the night. If 
at any time they made a single mistake^ or hesitated for a 
moment, they at once stopped, and returned home; and if 
their promenade had had as its aim some enterprise in which 
they wished to interest the gods, that single mistake sufficed 
to make them abandon the project, and not return to it; for 
success was no longer deemed possible®. Why a mere slip 
should produce such grave results is not quite clear; but they 
thought that memory was the gift of the gods, and though they 
studied the traditions night and day, they believed that they 
acquired their knowledge not by work, but by infusion^* 1 think, 
therefore, it may be that the idea of the slip was that the gods, 
being unfavourably disposed tovvards the matter proposed, in¬ 
dicated this by inducing a lapse of memory; or perhaps that 
the man w'as not then so closely in touch with the gods that 
the people could rely upon what he did. The office passed from 
father to son, the sons being trained for it from their earliest 
years; but only those who had very good memories \vere able 
to succeed. And here we perhaps see the idea of inheritance 
in the belief that no one could have the power unless he 
iiad inherited it from his father; for we are told that, when 
a harepo w'as dying, his last moments were carefully watched; 

^ Ibid. vdI. It, pp. fq, 

' Ibid. yol. I, pp. 505 fn Samoa, if the priest stuttered over a sinule 
word in his prayer to tht gt>d FeV, prior to war, it was a bad Omen (Turner, 
p. z8). We shall ace directly that appartently the harepo wot% not the people 
who did these things. “ Ibid, p, 507* 
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and the instant he expired they put to his mouth the mouth 
of the child who was to succeed him^ thus making the latter, as 
it were, inhale the powers of the dying at the moment when 
his soul was about to leave the body'. 

Moerenhout says that all the priesthood, wearers of some 
sacred emblem or sign, always obtained more or less veneration 
and respect; and everyone, even chiefs, bowed dowm, and dared 
not speak, when a priest, wearing such an emblem, passed by 
announcing some tabiM, feast or ceremony^. The priests were 
regarded with fear and respect, as it was known that a word or 
sign that displeased them involved death, for not only did they 
announce the sacrifices exacted by the gods, but they were 
believed to be able to take away Hfe at will, the gods avenging 
their offended ministers in this w'ay^. According to Bougain¬ 
ville, they had the highest authority among the people^. Tverman 
and Bennet say that the most valuable presents which the king 
(Pomare II) received from England had to be offered by him 
to the gods; they were reaen^ea for great occasions, such as the 
beginning of war, when the royal treasuries were impoverished 
to enrich the marae^ and the priests, as proxies, appropriated 
all the precious things to their own use, or distributed them 
among their dependants and patrons, thus maintaining their 
influence over every class of the community^. So also, referring 
to a famous priest of the island of Borabora, they say that he 
enjoyed great wealth in land, pigs, etc., and exercised a corre¬ 
sponding influence by power and terror, even kings and chiefs 
being in awe of him®. On the other hand, de Bovis says^ as 
we nave seen, that the priest was only an emanation of the 
power of the chief—simply a delegate—in what concerned the 
religious ceremonies; the king was a direct descendant of the 
god; the marue belonged to him and he occupied the place of 
honour there, the priest who officiated beside him aamitting 
that the marae and image belonged to him^. De Bovis^s state¬ 
ments may seem to be somewhat inconsistent with those of 
other wTiters so far as they apply to the relationship between 
a chief who owned a marae and his head priest of that maraCj 
but I think the difference may be apparent rather than real. It 
is quite conceivable that a priest, being, as such, in frequent 
contact with the god, might have considerable religious power 
^ Motmihout. v'oL i. p* 507- * Ibid. p. 47S. 

* ]^d. p. 47S. Cf. WilMn, p. 336; Turnbull, p. 365. 

* Tycrmnn, vol. p. 1 14. 

^ Di Bovia, p, 236. 


' Bc^gainville, p. 355, 
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over his chief; but I think that de Bovis points to what was 
the underlying principle of the conception of the relative 
positions of the king and the priest. 

De Bovis gives an account, somewhat fuller than those 
already quoted, of the Tahitian priesthood. He says that the 
cult and personnel of the Tjuirae was composed of (rst) the 
master of the marae^ in whose name and for whose benefit 
every' ceremony was performed; (and) the high priest, and his 
assistant or assistants, who were simple priests ; but the person 
officiating at a secondary marae was never a high priest; (jrd) 
the orero, preachers or rhapsodists; (4th) the ori^ or haerepOt 
runners in the night; (5th) the porter-guardians of the idol; 
{6th) the demoniacs or sorcerers, whose pan appeared to be to 
yield to all the irregularities which their name indicated, but 
who must have been in habitual connivance with the priests 
of the marae. He says the high priest played the most im¬ 
portant part in all religious ceremonies. The king alone, the 
possessor of the ntarae^ might be held to have a neater im¬ 
portance, but his role w'as purely passive, whilst the nigh priest, 
placed bettvcen the deity and him, had a very active r6le in all 
religious demonstrations; he ivas invested with an emblem [this 
was the white maro\ which only the high priests of the most 
noble royal marae could wear. It w'as he who commanded the 
procedure of all the ceremonies, who regulated them, w'ho 
pronounced the most important prayers, and who consecrated 
the kings. He had a very great influence proportionate to that 
of the reigning king. It was he who decided that the gods 
needed a human victim, and the king indicated the latter. It 
was he who suddenly ordered solemn prayers who called 
the people to the marae on esctraordinary occasions. He had a 
jurisdiction somewhat like that of a bishop. It extended over 
numerous tmtra£ built on the territories where his prince 
reigned; but this division was not necessary'. This prince had 
sometimes two or several high priests in his domains; but the 
prince, although he was independent, had his marae served, on 
solemn occasions, by a grand priest w'ho exercised the same 
functions for the neighbouring kingh The high priests belonged, 
almost without exception, to the highest princely families. The 
functions of the ordinary priests were similar to those of the 

^ Dc IkKvU stema to um the terms king and prince os meaning the same thing. 
Wbere a priest sensed the nwroc nf two neighbe^iring kings there is. I think, 
an asaiamption that they were rcUied in some way. or if not ao. would nt all 
events womhJp the lame god. 
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high pn^t, but they were subordinate to him, and could not 
repbce him m certain matters, such as the consecration of 
kings. The had to have indefatigable lungs and a memorv 
proof against anything. He was the living book of rdieion, 
tradition, sacred songs, politics, etc. fie had to utter these 
belore the mitrae amidst an immense crowd, without hesitating 
and with astonishing volubility. For this it was necessary to 
undergo a long education, and generally the orero had to be 
the son of an orero or priest, and his recitals had to be uttered 
in a certain manner. A marae had more than one orera. and 
ne was more or less learned, according to the imponance of 
the stage on which he had to perform. The oripo or kaerepo 
were, in general, young people who were being brought up for 
the priesthood, and one day they would occupy a rank there in 
propomon to their skill, and, above all, their bii^. In the tmrae 
tney hlJed subordinate posts as assistants of the ordinary priests 
and like them were placed under the orders of the high priest! 
liut they had a spcaal function which their name well describes ■ 
they w'ere night runners; espionage of their district at night 
^d of enemies m rime of war, were their most impor^t 
factions. 7 heir profession was considered to be very honour¬ 
able, and has been foliow^ed by young men who later became 
fangs; but some of them were settled in this career without any 
cJaim to ultenor advancement and held the office for life or 
^ much thereof as they were able to exercise it- The idol 
bearers were generally men of a class below that of the high 
priests and chiefs; bur their contact with the god [that w^ 
the image] rendered their persons sacred, and no one might do 
them any injury or touch their food. The general class of 
inspired persons, and sorcerers or demoniacs w^as not organized 
regul^ly—that is, it was not necessary for there to be a certain 
number of inspired persons for a marae. Sometimes there were 
many, at other tim^ none. The god was supposed to select 
ms rn^j and enter into his body; he manifested this by some 
marvel. The rumour spread, and the body of the man ^came 
sacred as an idol. Not only could he enter the rttarae and 
everywhere he pleased, but he even ascended the altar and 
gave himself up to the diverse extravagances which the god 
who was m his body inspired him to commit. The sorc^ 
was not m a state of inspiration. Sometimes the god 

ab^doned him, he became again in every way !iL®^ 
ordmary mortal. Sometimes the inspiration ocSirred^ through 
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a caprice of the god, who seized his man onawar^. At other 
times he himself invoked the god by means of certain formulae, 
which afterwards became forgotten or gniotelligible. These 
inspired persons enjoyed high consideration and their rank of 
blood did not matter. Besides the permanent sorcerers who 
wrere devoted for life to the whims of their deities, there ivas 
a class of sorcerers who confined their industry to certain 
miracles or toitrs de forces the principal of which was that of 
pimato or rock climbers, \vhose methods of climbing perpen¬ 
dicular rocks with smooth and shining surfaces are described^ 

De Bovis's term oripo or kaerepo has been mentioned also 
only by Moerenhout, and by none of the other writers, so 
far as ! have already quoted them, and there is an obvious 
discrepanc)' bet^veen de Bovis and Moerenhout, According to 
dc Bovis, me orero were preachers or rhapsodists, the men with 
long memories and long education, who knew and had to 
repeat the religious beliefs, traditions, sacred songs, etc., at 
the marae^ w hilst the h^erepo w'ere generally young men, being 
brought up for the priesthood, filling subordinate posts in the 
marae^ but having special duties of night running and espionage 
in the district. The duties attributed by Moerenhout to the 
haerepo were evidently those which, according to de Bovis, be¬ 
longed to the OTero\ so there is a matter to be investigated. 

G, Forster says there were a few men who preserved the 
national traditions, together with all their ideas of mythology 
and astronomy. They were the most learned of the people, 
and were called iaia-o-rerrot which we would express by 
"teachers," and Cook's party met one of them—a chieF. 
Everv district had one or mo of these t<iia-&-rerro. They were 
skilled in theogony and cosmogony, and at certain times 
instructed the people in these things; they also preserved 
knowledge of geography, astronomy and division of time®. 
According to J. R. Forster, the science of physic and its various 
branches, those of geography, navigation and astronomy were 
knowTi only to a few. These had acquired their knowledge either 
from their fathers or other teachers, and they again imparted 
it to others. They’ were called tahdta-orrero, were very much 
respected, and commonly belonged to the tribe of the chitjfs. 
They were professed teachersL The London missionaries, in 
giving an account of the installation of Pomare 31, say the 

1 Dc Bovis, pp. ' Faretcr, Vay. voL n, p. 148. 

» Ibid. pp. 154 Jff ' Fortttr, OAi. pp. 518 tq. 
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orator, opened the ceremonv \vith a Ion? 

'"1?*'^ Ppmare with the regal cinctured They 
itJrf “ was transacted between persons 

“fi~ fpato-oraro, or orators, and state that on the occasion of 
ranhcation of peace behveen Pomare i and Tii [Pomare III 
their respecuve sj^kers were seated on the ground opposite 

ha^gued upon the subjea of their 
UknJ® ■ *o Caillot, there were in the Society 

islands orero or rhapsodists (not to be confused with the 
“ tught walkers) who played the part of human 

^ way. learning word by word the poems 

which they were to t^smit with the same precision to follow- 
mg generations De Bovis quotes Moerenhout’s statement 

Moerenhout’s method of 
spelling] that the sacred traditions were confided, to be recited 
by memory at need, and asserts that this was a mistake in name 
Irading to a <»nfusion of functions, and thus to a wrong meanine! 

indeed a priest who ran in the 
night, but the orao was another man, another priest, to whose 
memoiy was confided the general depository of the liturgy of 
which he recited the passages at need*. 

-an •“giiage,” “speaking," “oratory,” 

«,ta,a °J . < equivalents Tiave similar meanings el^- 
“m,nn ;*'!'«.equivalent of taj^ata which means a 
man. In Davies s dictionary I find orero (an orator or public 

Tt “Tk !“?!“ herald, a crier, a public spider). 

It IS clear that these are the terms, variously spelt, used by the 
writers; and they are consistent with the fonctions attributed 
aL ^"p>o, and by de Bovis, the Forsters 

fka ! "T" '*'■“eept that these authors 

apply the tcim to what were apparently a specific class only of 
orators, who had to be speciahy learned, and, among other 

^ple. There can, I think, be littfo doubt 
that Moerc^out has been mistaken in applying the term 
to the« officials. I should in any tSe be^ineihied^ 
foUow de Bovis, rather than Moerenhout, where they differ- 

mid hr,k‘“ i" ''■"W uf Wh« tt am 

told by other writers, I may add that de Bovis savs that the 
haerepo and orero announced to the people the celebration of a 
ceremony in the aawne. and that tlTe irtteMn pS? ^ 


*■ Wilson, p. i jo-,. 
* Caillot. LJ.0. 
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like an tman at the top of a minafet calling the faithful to 
prayer^. This may be the explanation of Moerenhout's apparent 
confusion between the two offices. 

There are references to priestesses in the Scx:iety Islands. 
Williams speaks of a Tahitian priestess of the goddess Toimata^. 
Cook, in referring to a story of the conquest of Ra*iatea by 
Borabora, says that the men of Borabora w'ere encouraged by 
a priestess, or rather prophetess, who foretold their success^; 
and Anderson says the king of Borabora never went to war 
without consulting her*. Bougainville speaks of a high priestess 
of Tahiti who was pledged to perpetual virginity, and bad the 
highest consideration in the country^. The Dtiff missionaries 
say that in Tahiti, among the priests who superintended the 
lower orders of the people there were women who officiated, 
though not solely, for their own sex*. On the other hand, Cook 
says that in Tahiti women worshiped female atua, and men 
male aiua \ each had temples not free to the other sex, though 
there were temples common to both. Men were priests in both 
cases, but a priest officiating for one sex did not officiate for 
the other''. De Bovis also, writing at a much later date, says 
women were excluded from the pnesthood and the and 

were incapable of fulfilling any religious ceremony®. 
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I have found no more minute differentiating classification 
of the priests of the Hervey Islands than that, applicable 
apparently to Mangaia, of tauTjgdt or priests and pure- 

pttre^ or sorcerers; the last name meaning “a man whoprays,*^ 
and this meaning being confined to a lower class of official by 
the limitation of the term pure to a prayer offered on minor 
occasions to the lesser gods*^. The term fetunga is the Hervey 
Island equivalent of tohungai meaning a skilled person, w'hicn 
1 have already discussed; tarjgaiu means “ a man"; and tangata 
purepure means a praying man. 

It was believed in Mangaia that the gods first spoke to men 
through the small land birds; but that their utterances were 
too indistinct to guide the actions of mankind; so an order of 


' Ibid. p'. zS6. 


‘ WiUiiiiu, p. 137. 
* Ibid. p. 15a. 


’ Cock, vol. VI, p. 

* Bougainville, p. 474. 
^ Cook, voL. 1, p. 312 . 

* Ibid, p* 255. 
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priests was set apart for the purpose. It was thought that the 
gods actuaUy took up their abode for the time being tn these 
sacred persons; so they were often called pia-a/ua, or god* 
boxes, this being commonly abbreviated into atua^. 

The three principal orders of priesthood in Mangaia were 
those of the gods Motoro, Tane and Turanga, and of these 
the pries^ of Motoro alw^ays took the pre-eminence; Gill 
suppHcs lists, going back some way, of the priests of each of 
these gods^. 

The office of priest was hereditary in Mangaia, passing from 
father to son®—usually the eldest son, but, if he were unfit, 
then the youngest^. It is stated that in the case of a sorcerer 
the succession passed from father to son or from uncle to 
nephew, and as regards a sorceress from mother to daughter 
or from aunt to niece®; but I do not think we must assume that 


this respect between 
may be merely that as 


the cases of 
regards the 


there was a difference in 
priests and sorcerers—it 
latter we are totd of the alternative in the event of there not 
being a child. 1 may say, as to this question of heredity, that 
Gill refers to the successive priests of Motoro as the ^^^cendanta 
of the priest whose name appears at the head 

The power of priests of Man^a is iiy^eiri the 
statement that ordinary people were the slaves/ . /-^uowarrior 
chiefs, and the warrior chiefs the slaves of th/ ,d. All 

people, except the priests* sucked the mills' -rjoconut 
through the natural aperture; but for a priest'ffitT^pposite end 
had to be knocked off, so that he might quaff ffeely, thus 
sjmbolizing the doctrine that the power of life and death lay 
with him; this sj'mbolism was bas^ on the idea that the nut 
represented the human head, and was connected with the war 
oracle of splitting open the nuts of Kongo, all human life being 
at that god's dispo^L It was an unpardonable offence to offer 
a nut to a priest without first splitting it open^. The priests of 
Motoro, in particular, are said to have ruled the island from 
the time of Rangi downward®. 

The reference above to the succession In the case of sorcerers 
indicates that there were sorceresses in Mangaia, but I have 
found no mention of priestesses. 

We find in Mangaia an illustration of the association 

[ P- 35 , “ Gill, SX.P, pp. 217 

I Si!' f Mythi. p. i7. 

Ibid. L.SJ. p. 350, Cf. GUI. MyfMt p. 80, * Giu^ Mytht, p, 36, 
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minds of the peopie of reiigion, or at all events supernatural 
powers, with skilted work. The peculiar w^ay in which the 
people fastened their adzes was beheved to have been ori^nally 
taught them by the gods^ and the skill required in using an 
adze was believed to emanate from the gods. Hence the stone 
blades of these implements w^ere attached to their wooden 
hafts with sacred sinnet; the priests were the artisans who 
worked with adzes; and the three great orders of priesthood 
above mentioned were symbolized by the sacred triple axe, in 
which the god Tane-Mata-Ariki was supposed to be enshrined. 
Will lain s^s mission labours seem to have been helped by the 
fact that he could not only preachy but could fell a tree, and 
build a vessel^. It was customary, when a canoe was being 
adzed, for the chief taunga to chant an extempore never-ending 
song, which the other workmen took up, and it was believed 
that this induced supernatural help in the work. This song was 
originally an address to the tree spirit not to be angry at the 
cutting down of the tree, with an invocation to the axe-fairy 
to aid the progress of the work^. 

It is possible that Gill intended us to understand that the 
distinction between iawiga and iaiigata Iturepurs applied to 
P^otonga also, but, though I find references to the use there 
of the former term, I find no mention of the latter; there is in 
fact no specific information as to the priesthood of this island. 
There are three references to the appointment by Tangiia-nui, 
before his arrival at Rarotonga, of certain priests, whose names 
are given, these being much the same in the three accounts, 
though not quite identical. Among these names 1 find in all 
three accounts that of More—called in one of them More- 
jTiakana-kura; and in one of them appears the name Maoate- 
atua. In all of them appears the name of Potild-taua, the priest 
whom Tangiia was said, in the tradition told in a previous 
page, to have given to Karika®. The interest of these nam^ 
arises from Savage *s reference to a man More-taunga-o-tc-tini, 
described as being perhaps one of the most Itemed and intelligent 
living Rarotongans, and w'ho told Savage that he was descended 
from both More and Maoate-atua, both of whom are spoken 
of as having been high priests*. Savage's description of his 
informant justifies the belief that he also was a priest. Smith 


1 p. 
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^fers to a priest^ Ariki-tara-arej as the last of the high priests of 
Rarotoiiga, whose family had borne that name for some twenty 
generations^ and had always performed the ceremony of anoint¬ 
ing and consecrating the ariki or ruling chief of Rarotonga at 
the sacred marae of Arai-te-tonga^, We therefore have examples 
of what seem to have been hereditary lines of high priests^ 
tracing, or claimiiig to trace^ ancient priestly ancestry. 
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Some of the available information as to the priesthood of 
the Martiuesas is not quite clear, but I think the following is 
substantially correct. The alua^ as their name implies, were 
gods- they w^ere men who had been actually deified in their 
' lifetime, and performed their sacred offices, not by virtue of 
professed inspiration or possession by some other supernatural 
being, but with their own powers as gods. They w'cre believed 
to be able to control the elements, impart fruitfulness to the 
productions of the earth, or smite them wath blasting and 
sterility, and to cause illness and death* Stewart says that they 
were few in number, not more than one or tw^o in an island, 
and lived lives of mysticism and seclusion^. We have seen the 
statement that in Mangaia the priesthood generally were called 
atua as a contraction of pia-atua; but whether or not this is 
correct, it seems fairly clear that the otua of the Marquesas 
were actually regarded as gods* 

Next to the atua came the iau^a^ which term is identical, 
allowing for dialectic differentiation, with the iaula of Samoa and 
Tonga, meaning an anchor or anchor stone. Stewart describes 
them as having been prophets or sorcerers^* He says they w'ere a 
more numerous and tangible class than the aitia, but seemed to 
be closely allied to them in office and reputation, for though they 
did not profess to be gods, they were supposed to possess an 
hereditap' gift of inspiration and a power of causing a god to 
dwell within them, and sometimes usurped the dignity and 
name of atua; they seemed to be a combination of prophet and 
sorcerer*. It was believed that when they died thev became 
gods®. Mathias describes them as having been the high priests, 
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who were inspired bvj interpreters of, the gods, whose 
power they would one day shared but that human sacrifice 
was requisite for their deifi^tion-®; he says there should be one 
tau'a for each tribe {peuplade)^. Nothing, either poUtical or 
religious, could be done without their consent, and the grav^t 
questions of State had to be submitted to them^. D'Ur\'ille 
describes them as people who were inspired and became gods 
after deathand their apotheosis %vas always attended by 
human sacrifice®, Vincendon^Dumoulin saj-s they^ were prophets 
or sorcerers^; they appeased the god when he was only moder¬ 
ately angry^, but w hilst by their intercession they could remove 
evil, they were also able by the same means to cause it®. Accord¬ 
ing to Langsdorff, if anyone spoke ill of the tau'at the latter 
learnt the fact at once through the spirits who served him, and 
a speedy death was the lot of the offender*. Radiguet describes 
them as being the high priests. He says they were almost all 
destined to become gods after death, were inspired by the 
gods when alive, and transmitted their decrees to the people. 
They also cured ills of soul and body, supposed to be the effect 
of divine wrath, A sort of mystery surrounded them, and ^e 
power they had of disposing of the taboo and of demanding 
human victims rendered them very terrible^®. Tautain divides 
them into two categories, the one being real priests belonging 
to noble families, and the other, which w-as the more numerous, 
being inspir^ persons^'. I do not gather from^the contest that 
he means that the first class was not also inspired; I think his 
distinction is simply one of social status. 

The tahuna, or priests, came, according to Stewart, npt 
after the iau'^a. They w^ere a more numerous, but less fomud- 
able class, and less presumptuous in their pretensions. Their 
offices were various, consisting mainly in offering sacrifices and 
performing religious ceremonies; in singing sacred son^, beat¬ 
ing the drums of the temple, celebrating funeral ntes and 
performing surgical operations’^ D’Urville^s description of them 
IS practically the same, and he says they were recruited by 
probationership . Vincendon^Dumoulin calls them priests, and 
places them next after the Mathias says they were a 
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da^ of priests inferior to the high priest, and only sang‘. 
Radiguet says their proving was the material part of the 
Mcrifices ^d other ceremonies, and that they beat the sacred 
drums and assist^ the high priest*. According to Tautain, they 
were called iuhu^ in the north-western islands and tuhuna in 
those to the south-east, and he points out that these terms were 
identical with the Maon tohunga^. I have already drawn 
dialectal differences in the group. ’ He also 
idenbnes them as hadng been the second order of priests • he 
says they were charged with the recital on certain occasions of 
^e religious or histoncal traditions, to chant over the dead and 

» compares them with the orero of 
lahiti. They were recruited by initiation. In a general way 
the son of a tuhuka became a tuhuka himself; but often other 
young men who appeared to be intelligent and clever were 
initiated*. They also beat the big drums*. 

The u‘u were the assistants of the priests, helping them in 
the condu^ct of Mremonies, and especially in the more laborious 
p^ of the performance of human sacrifice. Admission to this 
office only granted to men who had killed an enemy in 
battle wth the short club or battle-axe—from which they 
derived their name; they had the privilege of feasting with the 
tana and tahima^. 

The moa were, according to d’Urville, a class of men who 
offered sacrifice to the gods'. Tautain says they were the bwers 
Of the images, looked after the victims on the marae, strangled 
them and prepared the heads, and w’ere in a general way the 
a^istan^, and sometimes the messengers, of the priests. They 
always belonged to the last class of society and could not 
attain to priesthood; but their functions calling on them to 
handle the gods, to live in the sacred places, and to ascend the 
marae, ^nferred on them certain rights and immunities • their 
name of meant “ sacred,” ” consecrated The distinction 
^ween the u'u and the moa docs not appear to be clear and 
l am inclined, more especially as no one writer refers to both 
of them, to suspect that they were the same people one of the 
terms by which they were designated referring to^heir requisite 
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quallficadon^ and the other to the taboo by which they were 
infected by virtue of their duties—especially perhaps through 
ph^'^ical contact with the sacred images, 

I have confined myself so far to infortnation concerning the 
defined ranks of the priesthood, but there are a few more 
general observations to which I will draw attention. Shillibeer 
says that every **kingdom** [by which he probably means a 
valley or district] had a chief priest, and each of the divisions 
[no doubt of the ‘'kingdom*'] had a sub-priest. The priests 
were much respected, and even held in the greatest veneration^. 
According to Mathias, after the tau'a came the mass of inferior 
ministrants, ranked in different orders; for there were some 
who presided over the fishing; others over funeral ceremonies; 
others whose only office was to keep the altars and holy houses; 
and others who only sang^. It is clear from this that they had 
departmental priests* and apparently the duty of reciting the 
traditions and singing the sacred songs fell upon the taTitma, 
w'ho were comparable in this respect with the orero of Tahiti, 
as explained by de Bovis, De Ginoux says the priests had 
communication with the gods in the night; it was they who 
were charged with transmitting to men the will of the gods* 
and they w'ere obeyed to the letter. Whenever the high priest 
wanted somethuhg to be done, he went in the night to the 
mound at the bottom of the valley* and from there made hovvling 
noises. The next day he said that the gods had made such or 
such a command, and it was obeyed. If the high priest desired 
a human sacrifice, the people ran to watch for men of an 
enemy tribe, who were t^en and eaten 

According to Stewart, the honours and powers of the human 
atua appear to have been hereditary sometimes, but not always 
$ 0 ; that of the tau'a was hereditary; but that of the tahujia 'ivas 
not so* being conferred by the ordination of those already 
exercising the functions, who also took pains to initiate novices 
in the mysteries of their office^, Mathias, speaking apparently 
of priests generally, says that families always tried to make 
the priesthood hereditary, and the members of a family usually 
selected for the succession were those who were most favoured 
or deformed (disgradi) by nature. His explanation of this 
system of selection is, as regards the favoured ones* a desire to 
render homage to the deitj' and to physical beauty at the same 

* ShiUi^r, p. 39, ■ Mathm* p. 6o. 

* De Gbioux, p. 37+, * Stvwait, voL l, pp, z+S 
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time, and ^ regards the others, a wish to compensate them for 
their physical deficiencies*. These explanations do not strike 
me as being verj’ convincing; and as regards the latter, I would 
suggest, as a more likely possible reason, the idea that a de¬ 
formed person would more probably be subject to possession 
by a god or spirit. 

They had female tau*a^. The}' never entered the temples; 
but some of them, claiming divine inspiration, had little altars 
in their own houses; whilst others, having no power actually 
to invoke the gods, were able to predict events®. 

I have found no reference to sorcerers as a separate and 
distinct class; but we have seen that, according to Stewart, some, 
at all events, of the tau^a practised sorcery, and LangsdorlFs 
statement as to what would be the fate of a man who spoke ill 
of one of them, and Vincendon-Dumoulin*s reference to their 
power to cause ill are suggestive of this. Mathias refers to an 
act as performed by a pnest or sorcerer^ and LangsdorfF says 
that sorcery was practised by both priests and “individuals’^®. 
So also Krusenstem says the priests alone claimed the power 
of gi\'ing effect to charms®. Vincendon-Dumoulin speaks of 
natt-kaha as people who practised the witchcraft called kaha, 
who should, he thinks, be classed with the tau*a’^\ and Tautain 
refers to this as a deadly species of sorcery that was a specialty 
of the priests*. 


PAUMOTU 


The terminology ^plied by v^-riters to the different grades 
of priesthood in the raumotu varies. Most of the information 
has, I think, been collected in Mangareva; but some of it has, 
I fancy, been collected elsewhere, and this may account partly 
for the differences. 

According to P^re Laval (a French missionary) 

Tupua — Supreme priest. 

Taura Inferior priest*. 

Orometua w A general term (apparently) for priests*®. 


• Mathias, pp. 6o $q, 

• Ibid. p. 6i. StcM'art, vol. i, p. 247. D’Urville, 
Jardin, p. 186. AJ^S. vol. xii, p. 9a. 

' Mathias, p. 61. « 

• 1.4uigBdorff, vol. I, p. 209; cf. p. 211. 

• Krusenstem, vol. i, p. 173. » 

• Tautain, L’Anthro. vol. viii, pp. 66810. note 1. 

• A.PJ^. vol. XIV, p. 335. u 
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Smith (q^uoting a dictionary prepared by the French mis¬ 
sionaries) gives 

Tahtra-akaao » High priest. 

Tahura *■ Priest*. 

Montiton gives the following: 

Poure (prayi^) or tahoura (enlightened) « High priest. 

Houhtmki Term used by him for a person who, at a turtle killing 
and eating ceremony, sat on the right hand side of the oriAt, 
and was seen to put the wrig on the arikPs head, and the staff 
in his hand. 

He also gives separate names to a number of offidab who 
performed different duties in connection with the ceremony; 
but the only one I need mention is 
Touioun =« 'Fhc person who sang*. 

Caillot speaks of 

Tahura-tupa -> High priest. 

Tahura » Priest. 

Rongorongo * Sacred chanters. 

Hakarata * Sorcerers*. 

Seurat refers to 

Kaunuku » Priest. 

Hukuki "■ His assistants*. 

Audran uses the terms 

Tahua » Chief priest*. 

Kaunuku Chief priest*. 

Tour a — Sorcerer*. 

Tregear refers to the word 

Tahutaku Sorcerer. 

and compares it with the Hawai*ian kahukahu (to sacrifice) and 
the Tahitian tahutahu (a sorcerer)®. 

In attempting to find an explanation of some, at all events, 
of these terms I am compelled to adopt once again, what is, 
to me, the dangerous method of using a dictionary, and in doing 
so may very likely fall into errors. 

Tupua. The word tupu and its linguistic equivalents have a 
geneid Polynesian meaning “to grow.” An expression meaning 
the grown, or older person, was sometimes used in Polynesia 


* Smith, yj’.iS. vol. xxvii, p. 121. 

* Caillot, Mytha, p. 156. 

* Audran, y-P. 5 . vol. xxvii, p. 27. 

* Rhd. vol. XXVII, p. 34. 
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* Montiton, vol. vi, pp. 378 tq. 

* Seurat, VAnthra. vol. xvi, p. 477. 
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by an inferior for a superior as a mark of respect, even though 
the latter might be younger in years. We have seen this in die 
use in Samoa of the term Le Tupu (“ the grown ”) as the regal 
or highest tide^. Tupua also was used in Samoa to designate a 
person over a certain age (see Pratt's dictionary). Tupua, or its 
equivalent, was also, according to Tregear’s dictionary, used in 
some islands with meanings of whioi one implies “great," 
another “ wisdom,” another a “ sorcerer,” whilst another mean¬ 
ing was the ghost of a dead man (often associated with the 
idea of an old person). I think tupua, when used for a high 
priest, might be interpreted as meaning that he w'as presumed 
to be old in years or w'isdom or both. 

Taura is in Mangareva linguisdcally identical with the taula 
of Samoa and Tonga, meaning an anchor or anchor stone, and 
the tau'a of the Marquesas, and was, I expect, used with the 
same meaning. 

Orometua. I have already discussed this term, as used for a 
priest, in Tahiti. 

Tahura (Smith and Caillot) and tahoura (Montiton) are 
probably the same word. Montiton’s translation of it into 
“enlightened” suggests that he regards it as the equivalent of 
the Maori tohunga (skilled); but if this is so, I must point out 
that the Paumotuan term w'ould also be tohunga. It seems to 
me that the more probable explanation is that the term was 
identical with taura, the aspirate having perhaps arisen from 
the Polynesian habit of pronouncing each of the adjoining 
vowels. I do not know whether or not the Paumotuans did 
introduce aspirates in this' w'ay, but it might easily sound as 
though they did so. 

Poure. Prayer, and apparently used sometimes for a person 
who prayed, has already been considered. 

Tahura-tupa. The second part of this term may be a con¬ 
traction of tupua. 

Rongorongo. The word rongo and its equivalents were widely 
used in Polynesia for “ sound,” and—I simpose derivatively— 
“to hear”; and in Tahiti, according to Trcgear's dictionary, 
it was used for the chanting of prayers in the marae. Probably 
rottgo-rongo was used in the Paumotu as a descriptive term for 
the people w'ho chanted. 

Hakarata. The Maori whaka and its equivalents (I have 
referred already to the Samoan and Tahitian form fa* a) were 

Stair, pp. 6s sqq. 
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a PoljTiesian causative prefix, used for making or doing things, 
and the Paumotuan equivalents were (see Tregear’s dictionary) 
haka and faka. Rata had a general meaning implying familiarity, 
and Tregear’s dictionary gives a Mangarevan term aka~rata as 
meaning “ to pretend inspiration,” ” to assume to be the mouth¬ 
piece of a deity,” ” a prophet,” “ a sorcerer,” ” a man possessed 
of an evil spirit.” Perhaps the underlying idea was his alleged 
familiarity which the man acquired with the spirit. 

Kaunuku. The word kau was, according to Tregear’s dic¬ 
tionary, a general Polynesian term for ” a troop of persons,” and 
nuku had \"arious meanings, including that of space. In Hawai*i 
it was used for “a raised place in the temple, where the god 
dwelt.” Polynesian marae were sacred places, and with their 
frequent surroundings of trees, were in open spaces; and the 
term marae had a common meaning of an open space. It is 
just possible that kaunuku was appli^ to the people associated 
with the marae in its open space; but I admit that this is only 
a very' doubtful guess. 

Tahura akaao. The akaao may have been based on haka or 
aka as a causative. But aka and its equivalents had a wide¬ 
spread meaning in the islands, including the Paumotu, of a 
“root”; so possibly this term meant the main root of the 
priesthood. 

I think that some of my suggested explanations may well be 
substantially correct, though some of them involve a good deal 
of speculative and perhaps inaccurate construction. I have not 
ventured to extend my efforts to all the terms. Probably two 
or more descriptive terms were sometimes used to designate 
the same office, and the distinction between one office and 
another would not always be exact. 

I now propose to refer to a little information given to us as 
to some of these grades of the priesthood. I shall, for con¬ 
venience, use English terminology, adopting in each case the 
English meaning of a Paumotuan term applied to it by the 
writer I am quoting. 

The high priest of Mangareva was, according to Pere Laval, 
the supreme head of the priests; from him the sacerdotal power 
emanated. To him alone belonged the right to deify the images, 
and to determine the cult allotted to each idoP. In the French 
missionaries* dictionary' the chief priests are said to have been 
the only ones who exercised public functions, and they were 

‘ A.PJ^. vol. XIV, p. 335. 
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taken from the royal family, or from those of the highest r^k*; 
and in an account given of the ordination of some young priests, 
of whom one was the king’s son, we find that the high priest 
actively conducted and, with his assistants, performed the 
whole of the prolonged ceremony*. Caillot, in referring to the 
various ceremonies performed By the priests, ssLys the high 
priest presided over all of them*. Audran descriBies the chief 
priest as being a great person and very holy, enjoying the 
nighest privileges. He was exempt from ordinary w'ork; the 
smoke from the cooking ovens was not to touch him or come 
near him; the only autnority superior to him was that of the 
king, while at times his influence was as powerful even as that 
of the king. Audran also refers to his ommpotence in regulating 
ceremonid matters*. 

Passing now to the general body of priests, Pere Laval says 
there were a great many of these, and that each division had 
its priest or priestess. They saw' to the <»rrying out of the 
sacred rites, and exercised the gr^test influence over the 
people, and the king himself submitted to the yoke of their 
authority, and if he tried to shake it off, they threatened him 
with the anger of the gods*. Caillot is probably referring to 
the priesthood ^nerally, including the nigh pnest, when he 
s(>eak$ of the priests as not only teaching the people religion, 
but revealing to them future events. They were, with the kin^ 
and chiefs, the most powerful men of the tribes®. It w'as theu* 
office to organize the ceremonies of worship, invocations to the 
gods, songs in their honour, and sacrifices of different kinds*. 
According to the dictionary of the French missionaries, the 
ordinary priests w'ere only present at the tnarae in attendance 
on the chief priest, who penormed all public ceremonies, they 
themselves only acting in cases where some particular individual 
was concerned, and under the orders of the chief priest®; but 
they are apparently included in the statement, appearing in 
this dictionary, that the respect of the people for their priests 
W'as such that they came before the king*. Montiton tells us 
that the souls of the dead sometimes returned to earth, and, 
good genies or malevolent demons, instructed the priests and 
sorcerers in celestial and hidden things, protected them from 


• vol. xxvii, p. lai, 

• Cmillot, MwAei, p. 157. 

• AJ*!-'. vof. XIV, p. 335. 
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the snares of their enemies, or tortured and smote with sudden 
and mysterious death the persons marked for their vengeance 
and their witchcraft^* 

Caillot says that the tahura were the only true priests and it 
was they who organized the ceremonies of worship. The 
sorcerers were simply vile charlatans, belonging to the lowest 
class of society, prevented by the vulgarity of their birth from 
aspiring to the rank of true priests, but wishing to rise above 
the common people in order to enjoy honours and riches. They 
succeeded by force of observation, skill and cunning in per¬ 
suading the people that they were more capable than the priests 
of interpreting dreams and injuring the TOllective personal 
enemies of the tribe or individual. They gained the favour of 
the masses by flattering their credulity, and so secured cornplcte 
independence, even as regarded the priests, who, not wishing 
to attract the anger of the people to themselves, were forc^ 
to tolerate these sorcerers, and even to treat them in public 
with high consideration, while, among themselves, they re¬ 
garded them with the utmost contempt 2 * 

They evidently had priestesses in the Paumotu. We have 
seen that Pere Laval mentions this. He also speaks of a woman 
who had the gift of prophecy^; and Quiros tells us of an old 
woman who was, he thought, the guardian of the idols*, though 
the grounds for this belief do not seem to have been very 
convmcme* 

NIUE 


Smith says that in Niue the priests were called tauia-aim, 
and that their principal function seems to have been to bewitch 
people; he refers to a term eke-poa {offering maker), *‘used in 
scriptures for priest ”; but sugg^ts that this was a modem word 
used to distinguish them [the missionaries?] and their office from 
the evil practices of the of old ^. Williams defines an 

^-poa as a priest and taula-atua as a m^cian®, which seems 
consistent with Smith's presumed suggestion. It will be noticed 
that both tauia and eke were Tongan terms. According to 
Thomson, a pwfect understanding nrevailed between the prints 
and petty chiefs—to their mutual advantage—for the chiefs 
coulcf not afford to ignore the political influence of the priests, 
whilst tlie latter, knowing that a chief could invoke the god 


> Moumou. ^xil. VI, p. J5S . ' Caillo:, p 156. 

* vol, 3UV, pp. i22-5* 
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wthout their aid, realized that they were not indispensable. 
The priests took the offerings made to the gods as their per¬ 
quisites. While they were in the frenzy of inspiradon their 
voices were the voices of the gods, but at other times, though 
they had^eat influence, no special deference was due to their 
persons. Their office was hereditary'*. Thomson refers to female 
priests*. 

ROTUMA 

I have found no evidence that the row, or sacred king, of Rotuma 
performed any religious ceremonies; but it is said that he was in 
no way under the priests of the different o/ww, and apparently 
had no connection with them*. Of these priests we know very 
little. Allen says the people were “devil worshippers,” and 
had their apeoittu^ or priests, who were consulted by them in 
time of sickness, war, etc.^ The priests were doctors, and their 
knowledge, held by families, w'as a mystery’ handed down with 
the office from fatner to son®. Apparently there were different 
priests for different gods, for we are told that the hammer¬ 
headed shark had a priest and a priestess; the priest, when 
inspired, was all powerful and tolcl the people what they had 
to do, though when he recovered he was simply one of them¬ 
selves again®. 

FOTUNA 


According to Gr^zel, vaka-atua, which meant, I suppose, the 
canoe of the god, was the term for a priest or priestess’. 
Bourdin says that each family (parent/) had for itself alone a 
priest or priestess called toe matua^ i.e. ministers of the gods or 
grandfathers*. 

UVEA 


Mangeret divides the gods of Uvea into two classes: first, 
the superior gods — spirits without bodies, masters over the 
island—-and, second, spirits of the dead, especially of chiefs*; 
and it is, perhaps, in the light of this distinction that we must 
construe the statements of the French missionaries that there 
were about sixty' inspired priests and priestesses there, but 
that only those of the superior gods were much regarded, and 
that the men and women into whose bodies the souls of the 


' Thomson, SJ. pp. 95 tq, Cf. Thomson, vol. xxxi, p. 140. 
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dead entered were called taufo and atun \}tat^a^Qtud\, priests 
and priestesses of the god^. The term taut a is the equivalent 
of the Samoan and Tongan taula, 

TOKELAU 

Newell uses the term vakatuay apparently wth a general 
meaning of priests of the Tokelau Islands". Lister speaks of 
the term tautaitu as referring to priests chosen by the king and 
forming an upper class of societ^. The probable meanings of 
both these terms are indicated by previous comments. 

ELLICE ISLANDS 

The general term for a priest in the Ellice Islands seems to 
have been vakattu^. In Graeffe’s time there were a^ut seven 
of them in Nanomea, and two chiefs and these priests ruled 
the people*. Sollas gives an account of the ceremonies prior 
to fish-catching in Funafuti, these being conducted by a priest, 
who, with his relations, seems to have secured much of the 
offerings to the gods. He also says that when a person was 
going to ill the spirits gave warning to a priest, who would 
thereupon send for that person, take him to a charm house, 
and apply magical remedies®. According to Mrs E)avid, the 
priest had more influence in Funafuti than the king because 
of his supposed supernatural powers. He was consulted about 
the weather, and as to the attitude, favourable or otherwise, of 
the spirits towards proposed camping out and fishing expedi¬ 
tions ^ 

EASTER ISLAND 

It is said that in Easter Island the priests were simply 
wizards and sorcerers, who professed to have influence wim 
evil spirits, and to be able to secure by incantations their 
co-operation in the destruction of an enemy®; also that they 
uttered the wishes of the gods oracularly, and declared the 
divine requirements of human sacrifice, and subsistence by 
which they themselves lived*. I have referred in a previous 

• AJPS. vol. xin.j>. 13. 
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chapter to the rongo-rongo men of Easter Island, whose duties 
seem to have been somewhat similar to those of the rongo- 
Tongo men of the Paumotu. 

MANAHIKI 

Turner says that the king of Manahiki had a “ high priest 
so perhaps there were minor priests also. Moss refers to the 
unbounded faith of the people in the operations of a ehost 
woman*. 

TIKOPIA 

D’Urville refers to a high priest of the island of Tikopia, 
called iaoura^dotuit which should, I imagine, be spelt taura- 
atua or tawratua. He was the servant of the fet chief, and had 
under him ^ee priests, who made the same gestures as he did 
at ceremonies, but might not speak*. Rivers was told nothing 
of such office or offices, except as re^ds the story of the sur¬ 
rendering to a chief of “ sacrificial powers to which I have 
already referred*. 


* Turner, p. 178. 

* DTJrviUe, Astro, vol. v, p. 307. 
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• Rivers, HM.S. vol. 1, p. 354. 


CHAPTER XXVIII 
COUNCIL MEETINGS 
PRELIMINARY 

I N considering the subject of council meetings we have to 
distinguish, so far as may be possible, between gatherings 
attended by a considerable number of people, and the smaller 
meetings, probably of a somewhat more private character, of 
chiefs and their more intimate adviscre. I shall be able to 
explain where these meetings were held in Samoa, the evidence 
on the whole subject from this group being much fuller than 
that obtained in other parts of Polynesia. As regards other 
islands, or most of them, I must content myself for the present 
with saying that the meetings seem to have been held in or near 
to the marae^ as any attempt to be more exact as to this matter 
must be j>ostponed to a future date, when I hope to be able to 
consider the subject of the marae and burial places, and what 
I may perhaps call the public or semi-public structures and 
places, as a whole. I think that it will be found that in some of 
the islands a good deal may perhaps depend upon the question 
how much should be included in the term marae; for instance, 
in the case of a stone structure, with a stone pavement, must 
the term be confined to what is within the boundaries of that 
structure, or must it be regarded as including something out¬ 
side it, the structure being the specially sacred part of the 
whole marae} 

SAMOA 

In Samoa and one or two of the other islands the term 
applied to a council meeting was fono. This word is linguistically 
identical with the Maori word hono^ a term which appears 
from Tregear’s dictionary to have been used widely in Poly¬ 
nesia with the meaning to “join toge^er” or “unite,” and 
other meanings apparently of a derivative character, and it is 
possible that the Samoan use of the word fom for a council 
meeting is based on the idea of the joining or gathering to¬ 
gether of a number of people to discuss a matter which affects 
them all. 
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I will, before explaining the fono s\'stem of Samoa, refer to 
a few terms which, or some of which, will be mentioned, and 
the meaning of all of which should be understood for the 
puipose of following statements by uxiters as to the social and 
p>olitical systems of the group. 

Tumua and laumua were terms applied to certain leading 
village (hstricts of certain mam di\’isions or districts, being in 
fact their political and governmental centres. 1 have already 
discussed these terms. 

Faleupolu (the house of Upolu) was apparently, as we have 
2 term for the middle classes of §amoa, being used to 
distinguish this general body of landowners from the tulafale 
or orators, regpded as a superior official class. The term 
appears, according to Kramer and Schultz, to have been used 
also for the orators who took part in a /o«o, regarded as a 
collective body^ If this is correct, we may perhaps believe 
that the term was applied to these orators as representing their 
constituents, in w’hose name and on whose benalf they spoke. 
In Manu*a the name given to the council of orators was not 
faleupolu^ but tootoo [“a staff—used, I gather, to signify the 
orator’s staff or taualuma^. I shall refer again to this matter 
presently. 

Terms conunencing with fale- and ending with a numeral 
appear from time to time in Kramer’s descriptions. These 
terms refer to cert^n groims of orator families—they might be 
either tulafale alVi or tulafale —the official heads of which took 
the lead in the fono of the resjjective main divisions and districts, 
held at the governmental centres of those divisions and districts; 
and the number which followed the fale~ referred to the number 
of the families constituting the group. Thus at Leulumoenga, 
in Aana, were the faleiva or House of Nine®; at Tau in Manu’a 
were the/fl/e/o/w, or House of Three®; at Lufilufi, in Atua, 
were the/fl/eowo, or House of Six®, ^ch district or village 
district had its orator houses, who were spoken of collectivdy 
in this way, and so referred to in the formal greetings offered 
to them at the fono. 

Matua, or parent, or the eldest, was a term used for chiefs or 
orator chiefs whose council was specially considered in fono 
and private affairs*. 
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Tafdi or tu*itu*i were attendants (called by Kramer “pillars’*^, 
of whom tw’o sat on occasions of ceremony (includingthe/ono), 
one on each side of what Kramer calls a ** title ** chief, wie offices 
were confined to the possessors of the names [i^. the heads] 
of certain families; they were chiefs, orator chiefs, or orators^ 
I cannot define what Kramer means by title chiefs. The term 
was clearly applicable to the head chiefs of the great divisions, 
but it is evicfent that others were included also; they were in 
fact the higher ranks of the chiefs. He gives the narnes of the 
pillars of the four titles required to secure the royal title of the 
tafa'ifa. Each of the chiefs holding th^ titles had two pillars; 
those of the tuiaana and the Ngatoaitele were orator chiefs; 
those of the ttdatua w’ere chiefs; those of the Tamasoali'i were 
orators. The tafa*ifa (king of all Samoa) himself w'as attcncled 
by pillars representing each of the four village districts which 
controlled his four titles; Leulumoenga (representing the Aana 
title) and Lufilufi (Atua title) being on his left side, and Afenga 
(Ngatoaitele title) and Safata (Tamasoali‘i title) on his right*. 
I gather that there was only one representative from each of 
these places—that is, that there were only four pillars attending 
upon the king; but am not certain as to this. It will be noticed 
that those on the king*s left were the two more important of 
the four titles; I do not know w'hether the left-hand side was 
regarded as more honourable than the right; but we are told 
as regards Tonga that d’Entrecasteaux was made to sit on the 
left-hand side of the king, and that his ^ple concluded that 
this was regarded as the place of honoui^. 

Faletui^ or chiefs* houses, were the councils of chiefs who 
gave advice, especially in matters of war, as distinguished from 
the faleupoluy or councils of orators. These people served as 
counsellors to the title chiefs in all matters pertaining to war*. 
The term faletuiy meaning “ the house of the chiefs,’ seems to 
have been a general one. In Aana they were called the aloaWi\ 
and were spoken of as the faleaana^tiowsc of Aana]. They dis¬ 
cussed matters with the tuiaana^. They were chiefs descended 
from tuiaana Ngalumalemana*, whose name has already been 
mentioned. In Atua the faletui were spoken of as the faJeatua\ 
they also formed a sort of privy council, with whom the tuiatua 

* Ibid. p. 15. * 

* LabilUrdiire, vol. ii, p. 136. 
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consulted; their meetings took place after midnight^. In 
M^u‘a there was a body of men, called atioalo, composed of 
chiefs directly descended from past ttdmanu'a^. These also 
formed a cWefs* council; for w'e are told that they were in 
Manuka similar to the ahaWi of Aana*. 

I have explained the terms alataua and ituau in the con¬ 
sideration of “Political Areas and Systems,** and usoaWi in that 
of the “ Middle and Lower Classes.** 

I drew attention, in discussing the subject of social and local 
grouping, to what appears to have been the primarily social 
character of the grouping and political organization of Samoa, 
the tie that bound together the people in any one area, great 
or small, being in the main socisJ in character. In connection 
with this matter I referred to statements by writers explaining 
what seems to have been the social relationship which, speaking 
broadly and generally, bound together the domestic families of 
a village, the villages of a village district, the village districts of 
a district, and the districts of a main division, and tabulated 
what is, I think, a substantially correct sketch of the system of 
what 1 called graduated social, local self-government, as dis¬ 
played by the constitution of the fono. It is important that we 
should understand the general constitution of a /<wio, whether 
of a mere village or small village district or of a large district 
or division, the chief or other official head of the social group 
occupving the whole governmental area whose aiSairs were dis- 
oissed at the fono^ being, whether he personally took any part 
in the debat^ or not, me central figure and official president 
of the meetiiig, and the various speakers being the official 
heads of families, entitled as such to take part in its proceedings. 
I believe that the general basis of what I may call the parlia¬ 
mentary system of Samoa was both social and representative, 
each spe^er addressing the meeting as the representative 
and on behalf of the social group of whom he was the official 
head, though there were some details of the system as to 
which, as I have indicated, we do not appear to have exact 
information. 

There are a number of incidental statements by writers, 
besides those which I have quoted in discussing social grouping] 
which help to throw a little light upon the fono system! 
Pntchard speaks of the tulafale, or heads of families, who, as 

* Krimcr, SJ. vol. i, p. *71. 

* Ibid. p. 391 nott 6. * Ibid. p. 477. 
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such, were the chief’s councillors^ Walpole says that each 
chief of a district had an orator, who was above all orators; 
each village again had one who acted as magistrate and adjudi¬ 
cated, though an appeal might be made to the /ono; and each 
family generally had its orator, who arranged its disputes and 
pleaded its cause^. The chiefs orator to whom Walpole refers 
would be his spokesman at a fonoy the chiefs themselves 
usually remaining silent; the village maristrate would be the 
head of the soci J group that occupied the village, and would 
be the spokesman of that group at a/ono of a larger group of 
which it formed part; the family orator would be its repre¬ 
sentative at any fono in whose proceedings the family was 
cntitl^ to take part. Turner says that the heads of families 
were the orators and members of parliament®. Ac^rding to 
Hiibner, the heads of families alone exercised ix)litical rights; 
they were either chiefs (a/Ti) or commoners (tuU/ale)*, Graeffe 
says land was in part common property, and in part family 
property, and the various heads of families or tula/ale came to 
an agreement in their assemblies as to the portion of land to 
be cultivated by each®. According to Hde, the ho^holders 
(Udafale) of a district were the recognized councillors of a 
chief, and he seldom took any important step without con¬ 
sulting them*. Pratt, in his dictionary, refers to the term 
fatatainga as meaning the chiefs and heads of families who 
compo^ the counciP. Von Biilow tells us that the common 
people had neither a seat nor a voice in the consultations, only 
heads of families being chiefs and orators; the common p^ple 
were subject to one of the heads of families, either a chief or 
an orator®. The assembly of a place was composed of the heads 
of families of the place, these being the chiefs (alCi) and 
orators (tulafale)^. Schultz says that only matai f heads of 

families) had*part and voice in a village meeting, and all who 
did not take part in the government were called t^ata^nu'u 
or tangata-Um tele {tje. the prople, the masses)'®. Kr^er sajre 
that the heads of families, chiefs and orators, had, besides their 
other work, to spend a good deal of time in administration and 
politics". According to Ella, the council ^^'as open to all the 
iWders of the community for free discussion and deliberation 


* Pritchard, p. 135. 

■ Turner, p. 181. 

* GracfFc.y.A/.C. vol. 1, p. 23. 

* Von BQlow, vol. xiv, p. 25. 

“ Schultz, vol. XX, p. 45 - 


• Walpole, vol. ll, p. 355. 

• HObner, wl. 11, p. 359- 

• Hale, p. 28. ^ Pratt, p. 117. 

• Ibid. Globta. vol. Lxxxiii, p. 375. 
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—to the faipule (chiefs and rulers) and tulafaU (heads of 
families)*. 

I have indulged in what may appear to be a needless repetition 
of the statements of a number of writers on the same subject 
because I want to make it clear that only the official heads, 
whether chiefs or middle class people—the bearers of the 
fanuly titles or names—of families or other social groups were 
entitled to t^e part in a fono. 1 believe that the recognition 
of the posidon, the rights, and the duties of these heads of 
social groups was a fundamental feature of the political, and 
to a large extent the sodal, or^ization of Samoa. Let us 
realize what the rule to which I am referring would involve 
at a fono of, say, a district. The head of a middle class 
family entitled to be represented, would, as such, have the 
right to attend and join in the discussions, whereas a man 
of high rank—even the son of the head chief of the district— 
if he was not the head of a social group, would have no such 
right, and would, as I understand the matter, have to content 
himself with being among the spectators standing outside the 
fono gathering—indeed this must have been so if he was in 
fact present. 

Rcfemng to von Billow’s use of the words “common 
people,” I draw attention to mv statement in tabulated form 
(see chapter on “Social and Local Grouping”) of what I 
believe to have been the basis of the/ono system of Samoa. 
Acrording to this, the authorized speakers at a big fono of a 
main division or district would be the heads of relatively im¬ 
portant fpnilies or sc^al groups, whilst those at the fono of a 
small unimportant village would be or include the heads of 
relatively small and unimportant families. I do not think we 
can define with e.\actitude the point in the descent from a big 
fono to a small local fono at which the authorized speakers 
might be regarded as being what von Billow calls “common,” 
especially as I do not believe that the distinctions between the 
respective descending social grades of the people were either 
clear or definite. 

I will now describe the proceedings at a fono by which I 
m^ for the present the larger/o«o, and not the smaller con¬ 
sultations of chiefs, of which I shall speak later on. 

Each Samoan village had its/ono, and there was a fono for 
each village district and district, for each of the three great 

* Ella, vol. iv, p. 63a. 
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divisions of UtoIu and for each of the other islands, and for 
the whole of Samoa^, the latter excluding Manu'a. Village 
orators discussed village matters, and district orators district 
matters*. In using the term “village” I may sometimes be 
referring to what 1 have been calling a “village district.” 

A vilhge fono appears to have b^n a comparativelv simple 
performance. Its members were the chief of the village and 
the heads of families, one of whom was a sort of prime minister 
to the chief*. It was this prime minister's business to call a 
meeting to discuss matters; it was also his province to send 
notice to the other heads of families on the arrival of a party 
of strangers, and to say what each was to provide towards 
entertaining the villas guests. All affairs of the village came 
before this body, and from its decision there was no apf>eal. 
No recognized principle of procedure was observed at its 
meetings^. If tw’o families of a village quarrelled, and wished 
to fight, the members of the village council stepped in and 
forbad it; and it was dangerous for either party to try to con¬ 
tinue the strife after this*. The fono was, apparently, held 
inside the Jaletele^ the assembly and guest house, and not on 
the open maraCt or village green*; but sometimes in the house 
of the chief or an orator^. Silence was required; no woman or 
child was allowed to be there, and the young men, though 
allowed to sit before the house, might not enter it. The pro¬ 
ceedings commenced with the offering of thanks to the village 
god; mer which the business of the meeting began. Directions 
w'ere given to the people of the village on such matters as the 
laying out of plantations, and the planting of kava, taro, yams, 
bananas, coconuts, etc., looking after pigs, fowls, etc., and, 
perhaps the building of a canoe; a taboo was placed upon 
fowls, pigs, coconuts or other articles of diet which, for some 
reason, such as a prospective feast, were required, and so must 
not be eaten; the village laws were repeated; Do not steal; do 
not lie; do not murder; do not be greedy or covetous or remove 
landmarks, etc.; speeches were made inculcating the import¬ 
ance of following the laws, and declaring the intention of 

» See Stair, p. 84. Krflmer, SJ. vol. l, p. 18. Brown, p. 43»* 

• Krimcr, S.L vol. I, p. 48a. * Turner, p. 177. Hale, p. 29. 

• Turner, pp. 177 sq. Stair, p. 84. Brown, p. 288. Hale, p. 29. 

‘ Turner, p. 180. 

• Kr&mcr, SJ. vol. i, p. 40. Erakine, p. 73. Walpole, yol. 11, p. 355. The 

Samoan apclling of marat ia malae but 1 am, for* convenience, adopting the 
former spelling for all Polyneaia. ’ Krihner, SJ. vol. I, p. 478. 
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doing 80 , and punishments were fixed for non-observance of 
any of the orders of the council or of the laws^ The Jono was 
also a court of \'iilage justice, and the court of app>eal in all 
matters of difficulty*. The business of the meeting being con¬ 
cluded, the kava was drunk, and the young men were ordered 
to bring in food, such as pig, taro, etc.—mdividual members 
of the apparently, directing the fetching of food which 
they had provided for the purpose—and this, by order of the 
man presiding over the meeting, was divided; some would be 
given to the priest, some to the guests, and the rest divided 
among the people present, both inside and outside the house. 
The meal being finished, one of the members of the fono would 
make a speech to those outside, announcing the conclusions of 
the assembly, and adjuring them to attend to what had been 
said; after which the fono was at an end and the people 
separated. Apparently, however, a number of the speakers used 
often to remain, and have a sort of “ after fono*'*. 

A great fono^ that is the fono of a large or important district 
or a division, or of all Samoa, was a much more important and 
ceremonious affair. It was held for the discussion of weighty 
matters affecting the whole district or area which it represented, 
dealing, among other things, \^ith the appointment and installa¬ 
tion of chiefs, and the declaring of war and making of p^ce*; 
but matters of peace and war were, as we shall see, dealt with in 
the first instance by a differently constituted fono*. There were 
of course fono of districts, relatively unimportant, the pro¬ 
ceedings at which would similar in character to those of 
what 1 am calling great fono, but on a smaller scale. 

A great fono was held in, and in front of, the faletele^ or great 
house, those engaged in it spreading out over the maraef or 
village green, of me leading village district of the district— 
what Stair calls the laumua*^ though I think the terms tumua 
and, in the case of Tuamasanga, laumua were, properly speak¬ 
ing, only applied to the governmental centres of Aana, Atua, 
and Tuamasanga. The fono of the Aana division of Upolu was 
held at its tumua village district, Leulumoenga^; as also was a 
fono of all Samoa*. The fono of the Atua division was held at 

* Krftmcr, SJ. vol. i. pp. 40 s<i. ■ Turner, pp. 177 sq. 

* Krimcr, SJ. vol. i, pp. 40 tq. 

* Suir, p. 84. Cf. Wilkes, vol. Ii, p. 153. 

* See Krimcr, SJ. vol. I, pp. 149, 478. 

* Krimer, S.J. vol. i, p. 478. Stair, p. 84. 

* Krimcr, SJ. vol. 1, pp. 149, 150. • Ibid. p. 18. 
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its iumua village district of Lufilufi^. In the Tuamasanga 
di\ision an ordinary fono was held in the laumua village district 
of Afenga. The /ono of the Manu'a group (which, as 1 have 
already stated, was politically separate from the others, and so 
was not concerned m a^o/to for “all Samoa**) was held in the 
village district of Tau, m the island of Tau*. In all cases the 
decision to hold a /ono, and the duty of summoning it, rested 
with the leading village district in which it was to held*. 

The messengers sent to the other village districts to summon 
their representatives to the /ono, were tula/ale, and even power¬ 
ful tula/ale aid shared in the performance of this duty"*. The 
inclusion of such important people suggests that they were not 
regarded as mere carriers of messages; and Stair says that they 
usually gave information as to what was to form the chief topic 
of discussion, so that each village district could deliberate upon 
it beforehand, and so send their representatives fully prepared; 
indeed sometimes, when the leading village district summoning 
the /ono w'as apprehensive of not being able to carry its point, 
some of its pnndpal men went about in a body from place to 
place, and discussed the matter with the various village districts^. 
Churchward, in explaining this practice, says that the headmen 
supporting a new scheme would visit any important family or 
section of the community who refused to join or wavered, and 
whose assistance was of some importance, and, sitting down 
in the dust and sun in front of their principal house, would 
undergo every kind of humiliation known to Samoa; they 
would sometimes do this for days, until at last they got some 
sort of promise of support®. In the case of a /ono of most of 
the big divisions of Samoa there was a system of sending the 
messages only to certain rillage districts, whence presumably 
they were transmitted to the others. Thus in the case of Atua 
the message was sent by the government village district of 
Lufiluii to Saleaaumua^; in Tuamasanga it seems to have been 
sent to six village districts*; in Manu*a, where the seat of 
government was Tau, in the island of Tau, it was sent to 
Fiduta in the island of Tau and to the islands of Ofu and 

• Ibid. p. 270- • Ibid. p. 374. 

• Stair, p. Krftmer, SJ. vol. 1, pp. i8, 149 sq.^ 270, 374. 

• Kr&mcr, SJ. vol. I, pp. 149 nott, 150, 223, 374. Cf. von BOlow, Globus, 
vol. Lxxxiii. p. 374. 

• Stair, p. 88. Cf. Schultz, vol. xx, p. 46. 

• Chuf^ward, p. 118. ^ Kramer, SJ. vol. i, p. 270 note. 
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Oloscnga^; but in Aana there was a customary privilege en¬ 
titling each village district to have the message sent direct from 
the leading village district*. There are some references by 
Stuebel to the methods of summoning people to foru) in certain 
specific districts, and to the individuals who decided that it 
should be done and summoned them*; but I do not propose 
to detail these here. 

We have seen that the persons entitled to take part in the 
proceedings at a fono were aid (chiefs) and tulafafe (orators), 
these being in fact heads of families. Stair, whilst stating that 
the tulafaU were the principal speakers at a fono of a district, 
where weighty matters were discussed (as mstinguished from 
a local fono of a mere village district), and explaining that 
there were always a certain number of families in a settlement 
[my village district], who alone were permitted to speak at 
the /ono, includes the fale-upolu among the pK)S8ible speakers^, 
and Browm docs so also*. There seems to be some confu¬ 
sion as to the meaning of the term fale-upolu^ but I think, 
after comparing the statements of Stair, Browm and Pratt, 
quoted in the chapter on the “ Middle and Lower Classes ** and 
Stair's further statement quoted here, that the following is 
the probable explanation of the matter. Fale-upolu was a com¬ 
prehensive term for the general body of the middle classes, 
between the fl/Ti class and the low’er classes. Every family 
would have its official head, the heads of the nobility being the 
fl/Ti or chiefs. The middle class families ranged in importance 
from small domestic households to relatively large consanguine 
families, and the heads of these were their official speakers at 
fono. In the case of a small unimportant family, its head was 
regarded as a member of the general class of the fale-upolu^ and 
he was the official speaker on behalf of the family at a small 
local fono. The tulaf^e^ on the other hand, were the heads of 
the larger, or more important middle class families, and were 
the recognized orators at a larger and more important fono ; and 
so were regarded as a prominent official body, though ^ fale- 
upolu head was sometimes also allowed to spe^ at these fono. 
Probably the line of demarcation was not always definitely 
fixed, and the distinction may often have been more or less 
elastic. Hence we have Brown's use of the term “nominally" 

‘ Krftmer, SJ. vol. i, p. 374, « Jbid. p. 149. 
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in distinguishing beh^’een the fale-upolu and the tulafale as 
classes. 

The use of the term fale-upolu to designate also the collective 
body of orators taking part in a fono is peculiar; but 1 think the 
explanation of this which 1 have suggested in a previous page 
of this chapter is perhaps correct; the tulafale were the repre¬ 
sentatives of their own middle class family groups, and they 
would be the mouthpieces, not only of those CTOups, but of the 
minor groups into which they were subdivided, and so would 
in effect speak for all the people within the CTOups. The fale- 
upolu were the general body of the people, as distinguished from 
the chiefs; and at fono the term was applied to the representa¬ 
tives who spoke on their behalf. Upolu was the principal island 
of the group, and the fono of all Samoa was held in it. 

We have seen Walpole’s reference to the employment by the 
chief of the district of an orator. Turner says that kings and 
chiefs rarely spoke^. Stair says chiefs did so occasionally*. 
Brown says they rarely did so, it being considered more dignified 
to remain comparatively silent*. According to Churchward, 
the talking men of the various districts alw'ays spoke for their 
chief, w'ho, according to severe Samoan custom, “ now rapidly 
dying out,” was supposed never to injure his dignity by speak¬ 
ing for himself*. Other WTiters refer to the same custom*. 

These customs as to the persons who spoke at a fono^ and 
as to the silence of the chiefs, would, I imanne, be followed 
in principle at small village fono, such as 1 have already de¬ 
scribed. I do not doubt that only heads of families would 
speak, but 1 would point out, as regards chiefs, that the head 
of the social group occupying a village, and perhaps a village 
district, would often be only a tulafale. 

The great fono was held in the open air on the marae, or 
village green®, which stretched in front of the great chiefs 
house, and indeed ^nerally had several houses of superior 
chiefs and orator chiefs around it’; but as a few of the more 
important people were in or by a building, it is necessary that 
1 should say something about its form and construction. This 
building, the faletele, or great house, used for council meetings, 

* Turner, p. 181. Cf. Turner, ArVw/rwi i'eaw, p. 348. • St»ir, p. 84. 

■ Brown, p. 412. * Churchward, p. 25. 

* Stevenson, Footnote, p. 2. Krimcr, SJ. vol. 1, p. 10. SchuJtz, J.PJS. 
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hospitalitv and certain ceremonies, was distinct from the chiefs’ 
sleeping houses, and as I understand the matter, there would 
be only one faletele on any one marae ; Kramer says that only 
chiefs of importance had a faletele^. In Manu‘a the name 
given, at all events to the faletele at Tau of the tuimanu'ay was 
Jalettla^. 

Kr^er’s description of a faletele is accompanied by illustra¬ 
tions, so I have to adopt my ow'n method of trying to make 
the matter clear uithout them. The faletele was an oblong 
building with rounded ends; its thatched roof sloped down 
over its tw’o sides from a longitudinal ridge pole; but at the 
rounded ends of the building the roof, instead of presenting 
gables, sloped downwards to its semicircular base lines like the 
roof of an apse. It seems that the building was oriented, for 
Kramer distinguishes between the tw’o rounded ends as being 
the eastern and western parts of the building; and, according 
to his ground plan, what was regarded as the front of the build¬ 
ing — tnat is, the side facing the village road passing through 
the marae —was the northern side®. The centre of the longi¬ 
tudinal ridge pole of the roof was supported by three w’ooden 
pillars plac^ near one another in a hne corresponding to that 
of the ridge pole, and the lower edge of the roof was supported 
all round the building at its edges by shorter posts. The spaces 
between these posts were not filled up, so the building was 
structurally open all round; but mats were used for closing 
those spaces where desired. The space under the central part 
of the roof — that is the portion other than the semicircular 
ends—was called *0 le itu^ and was divided into two portions, 
separated from each other by the three pillars supporting the 
ridge pole. The northern portion between the three central 
pillars and the road was called itu i luma (front side), the 
southern portion, behind the three central pillars, was called 
itu i tua (back side). The rounded ends were called tala. What 
Kramer calls the throne of mats of the title chief {Titelhdupt- 
by which he evidently means the principal chief, the 
omcial owner of the falatele^ holding the tide of the titular 
family, was near the edge of the interior of the building, in the 
centre of the curve of its eastern tala or rounded erfd, and 
immediately in front of its most easterly outer post; it was on 

* Krtmcr, S.I. vol. i, p. 478. 
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this throne that the principal chief sat, facing the centre of the 
building, that is, facing west^. Stevenson is evidently referring 
to this custom when, in speaking of a kava drinking at a great 
function, at which he was present, held inside the faletehy he 
says “one side of the house is set apart for the king alone; we 
were allowed there as his guests, and Henry as our interpreter 
Kramer says elsewhere that the king sat almost alone in the 
centre of the round part of the house*. His two tu'itu'iy or 
attendants [who, as already stated, were on each side of him] sat 
at the nearest outer posts {that is, the two posts of the building 
to the right and left of the extreme easterly post behind his 
throne]. The fire hole was in the centre of tne western tala*. 

Up to this point the matter seems fairly clear; but I must 
now quote verbatim (so far as a translation can be so called) a 
portion of Kramer’s explanation, including statements to which 
I have already referred, in order to get the context of the whole. 
He sa)"s: “T^he space under the saddle roof is called o le itu; 
the front part of the space, on the village road, is itu i luma 
(front side); the back part, itu i tua. The three poste in the 
front side are chiefs’ places. The comers at both sides, the 
pepcy are for lower orators. The chiefs also sit in the rounded 
part, the taloy in the eastern part, or to the left of the road, in 
front of the central post of the great chief. This place is called 
matuatala. The title-chief is accustomed to sit in the centre of 
the rounded part on a throne of mats, and at the nearest adjacent 
posts sit his two tu*Mi. At the back part, in the itu-i-tuay in 
front of the three side posts, sits the village maiden, the taupouy 
w’ith her two assistants, at kava making. If this place for any 
reason— €. 2 . owing to the great number of people—is not to 
be used, they sit in the front side, in front of the three hou^ 
pillars, but at some distance from these. If a stranger taupou is 
present, she sits at the central post of the itu i lutruiy the front 
side’’*. Kramer refers elsewhere to Sa'ilele, in the island of 
Tutuila, cviden^ associated with the goddesses Nafanua, 
Tilafainga, and Taema, where there was a government house, 
and tells us that in this house there was a post for Safotulafai; 
and in a foot-note he explains the Samoan word pou (a post) as 
referring to a post in the house, a place in council*. The 
reference to these g;oddesses points to a connection of Sa*ilele 

* Stevenson, V. Lettrrs, pp. 209 r^. 

* Ibid. vol. 11, p. 241. 
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and its government house with the island of Savai‘i; and Safo- 
tulafai was an important village district in Savai‘i. 

The following statement also appears in Kramer’s index 
under the word pou (a post!. Each chief and orator chief is 
able to claim one in council, while the lower tulafale sit be¬ 
tween (va) the posts—whence tulaJaU vaipu. The posts of 
honour are the central post in the round part (tala) of the 
hou^, and the central post in the middle part, to the front— 
itu I luma. Those posts of the round part nearest the middle 
part [of the building] are called pepe^ and are bad. The king sits 
almost alone in the middle of a round part of the house*. The 
taja'i [/w‘//w‘i] sit on his right and left hand*. And again he 
sa^s, as regards the term pa'ia^ that it was used for persons 
With the meting “conseCTated,” and that aU*l pa*la were the 
high title chiefs, and sat in the middle, and alone, in a round 
part (matuatala) of the house*. 

Stuebel says that they did not sit in an arbitrary manner in 
the chiefs* assemblies; they did not sit in an arbitrary manner 
in the house. On the contrary, each had his appointed place in 
the house. The chief sat by rights in the matuatala of the house, 
and the tulafale sat in the comer (pepe) of the house. The 
tulafale vaipou were the following of the great tulafale and were 
called vaifou (between the post^ because they had places be¬ 
tween the posts of the house, but had not any posts themselves. 
Sitting between the posts w'as equivalent to sitting outside in 
front of the houseStuebel gives a sketch of the interior of 
the house; it does not contain all the particulars appearing in 
Kramer’s plan, but it differs, so far as it goes, in that, whilst 
that plan, consistently with Kramer’s text, show's the eastern 
tala only as being called matuatala^ and shows only two 
pe^ comers, Stuebel marks both the tala as being matua- 
and shows four pepe comers. He says that whoever 
had a chiefs name had his place in the matuatala and who¬ 
ever had a tulafale name had his place in the pepe of the 
hou^*. On another page he says that the minor heads of 
families were called tulafale vaipou because they had no pillars 
to lean against when seated in the assembly house®. Again, in 
describing a ceremony of granting a Malietoa title, he says that 
the seat in the tala (round part of the house) was due to \Ialietoa 
exclusively and the greeting offered to him indicates that this 


* Krimcr, SJ. vol, i, p. 480. 

* Stuebel, p. 90. 


■ Ibid. p. 481. 
* Ibid, p . 91. 


• Ibid, p. 480. 

• Ibid. p. io8. 
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reservation included, not only a particular seat, but the whole 
of the tala in which it was placed*. 

Stevenson, in his account of the kava meeting, to which I 
have referred already, in which he and his party were allowed 
to sit as guests in the end of the house set ap^ for the king, 
say's that at the opposite end w'ere the high chiefs, ranged in a 
semicircle, just inside the outer edge of the building and fac^g 
the king; and that each of these chiefs was in his historical 
position-. It is true this was only the kava drinking part of the 
Function; but it can hardly be doubted that the seating would 
be similar if they were meeting in council—the chiefs would 
occupy their historical positions. 

Von Hesse-Wartegg gives a description of what was evidently 
the faletek of Mata‘afa, one of the principal chiefs of Aana, 
and, though it is only very general and short, it agrees, so far 
as it goes, with the other accounts; and he tells us that the 
construction of the building was altogether Samoan. Xhe 
interest of his account is, however, in the description of his 
visit to Mata*afa, in which he tells us that Mata afa was sitting 
in the building, alone, on fine mats, at one end of it, whilst 
the persons of his court were squatted opposite to him at the 
other end®. Then again, von Hesse-Wartegg tells us of the 
wish of the German TOvemor tfiat Mata*afa should be recog¬ 
nized as the overlord (subject to Orman control) of all Samoa. 
For this purpose he went, taking Mata*afa with him, to Faleali*i 
[a village of Leulumoenga, the |;ovemmcntal centre of Aana], 
which was the centre of opposition to his proposal, in order to 
persuade the people there to consent, in which he succeeded; 
and there again, Alata'afa, the accepted ruler, sat at one end 
of the building, and the chiefs of Faleali‘i at the other end*. 

Schultz, in speaking of a meeting in the/a/e/e/e, refers to the 
chiefs and speakers **Teaning against the posts 

The position of the throne of the head chief in one of the 
tala seems clear, though Kramer is the only person who says 
it was what he c^ls the eastern tala ; but this does not appear 
to have been his position at all times, and the evidence as to 
the seating of the other chiefs is not clear. There is some con¬ 
fusion in the evidence as to the seating of both the head chief 
and the other chiefs, this being suggested by a comparison of the 

* Stevenson. V, LetUrtf pp. 20919. 

* IM. pp. 272-^. 


* Ibid. p. 97. 

• Von Hesse-Wsrtegg, pp. 224 sq. 

‘ Schultz, vol. XX, p. 51. 
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position, inside one of the tala^ of the “ throne** with Kramer’s 
statements (i) tliat the posts of honour were the central post in 
the tala, and the central f>ost in the middle part to the front, itu t 
luma [evidendy the central post of the side of the building facing 
the road and open space of the marae], and ( 2 ) that the three 
posts in the front side [evidently that central post and the posts 
immediately to the right and left of it] were chiefs’ places. I 
think the most probable explanation is that Kramer is speaking 
of tMi’o different matters; that the throne in the tala the 
place where the head chief sat at a meeting or ceremony held 
within the faletele, wth a tu*Mi (also called ta/a*i) on each side 
of him, the other chiefs being in front of him somewhere inside 
^e building; and that the central post in the front of the build¬ 
ing, facing the road and open marae, was his fX>sition, with his 
tuUtu'i at the adjoining posts on each side of him, at a great 
fono, at which most of the orators taking part in it were probably 
in the open marae, Kramer’s reference to these three front 
posts as chiefs’ places is not inconsistent with this, because the 
tu*itu*i of a great head chief or king was generally an orator 
chief—in fact Kr^er has in one place referred to them as such. 
I may point out in support of this construction that we may 
almost assume that the head chief would sit in front of the 
building, facing the people at a CTeat fono; it is difficult to 
believe that he w’ould sit inside me building at one end of it, 
facing the other end. 

This brings us to the question where did the chiefs, other 
than the head chief or king, sit at a gathering held inside the 
Jaletele. We have Kramer’s statement that they also sat in the 
eastern tala, in front of the central post of the great chief. On 
the other hand, he says the king sat “almost alone,*’ which 
might mean that he was alone, except as regards the on 

each side of him. Stuebel says the chief sat in the matuatala, 
and the tulafale in the pepe, and as he is clearly using the term 
tula/ale in the plural sense, he must, 1 think, be so using the 
term chief; indeed he says also that whoever had a chiefs name 
had his place in a matuatala. That is, Stuebel is not speaking 
here of the solitar)' head chief. According to Stevenson’s 
experience, these other chiefs were ranged in a semicircle 
facing the king just inside the outer edge of the opposite end 
of the building, and von Hesse-Wartegg’s accounts indicate 
that ^ey sat opposite the head chief at the other end of the 
building. There is, however, another point in the evidence. 
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Kr^er says that each chief and orator chief could claim a 
post in council, and the lower tulafale sat between the 
posts. This reference to the lower tulafale may be read in 
connection with Stuebel’s distinction betw'een the great tulafale^ 
who evidently had posts, and their followers, also tulafale, who 
had not; I think that those who had posts were (chiefs) 
and tulafale aid (orator chiefs). Stuebel and Schultz both 
refer to leaning against the posts. I point out that there would 
be no posts against which these cWefs could lean if they were 
sitting facing the head chief or king in the tala in which he 
sat. It may well be that these chiefs did, on, say, minor and 
more or less unofficial occasions, sit facing the hwd chief in the 
same tala ^ but 1 think that on important occasions they miwt 
have sat in a semicircle leaning against the posts in the opposite 
tala, as otherwise all these references to posts seem to be absurd. 
Perhpas Kramer’s reference, as regards them, to the eastern 
tala, is a slip. I may add that Kr^er apparently associates 
the term taupou (the village maiden) with ownership of a^ post 
{pou) such as a chief would have', and this would be consistent 
with her great importance. 

I attach considerable importance to this question of the posts, 
because, if my construction of the evidence concerning them is 
correct, we may believe, from Stuebel’s statement that each chief 
had his appointed place in the house, and again that every hold^ 
of a chiefs name had his place in the matuatala and Stevenson’s 
reference to these chiefs’ historical positions, that the posts were 
hereditar>', specific posts being the recognized seating places of 
the holders for the time being of specific tides. I draw attention 
also to the case of the faletele at Sa’ilele in Tutuila; I think ffie 
probable c.xplanation of it is that this was a village district with 
close Savai’ian social connections, and that there was in Safo- 
tulafai a chief family whose titled head for the time being had 
an ancestral post, at which he was entitled to sit, at zfono held 
in this faletele. We seem to have a Samoan system comparable in 
some respects with that of the ancestral stone seats in the marae, 
which 1 have discussed in connection with social grouping. I 
referred to this Samoan system in that discussion, postponing 
the evidence upon it, because of its complexity’, to this chapter. 

Assuming that my views as to the ancestral seats within the 
faletele of certain chiefs are correct, the question arises, where 
did they sit at a great fono held in the open marae} We may, 
* Krimer, SJ. vol. i, p. 3* *• 
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I think, almost assume that they would not sit in a semicircle 
inside the house, some of them with their backs to the pe<mle 
outside, leaning against their posts in the building; but I nnd 
no statement as to where they did sit. 

The right of the taupou, who would often only be a com¬ 
paratively young girl, to be present, and, apparently, to have 
a post of her own is interesting; but 1 do not propose to in¬ 
vestigate the evidence as to the p>ositions taken by people below 
the rank of chiefs; more especially as it seems only to refer to 
meetings inside the faletele. Apparently some of the tulafale sat 
between posts, and I may say that the two pepe positions are 
shown in Kramer’s plan as being at the extreme north-western 
comer of the eastern tala and the extreme north-eastern comer 
of the western tala, that is to say, in front at the two sides of 
the northern part, nearest the roa J, of the o le iiu, whilst Stuebel’s 
pepe are in those two same comers of the o le itu and in the two 
corresponding comers at the back. 

People from all parts might attend for the purpose of 
watching and listening to the proceedings at a great Jono, and 
there were sometimes two thousand or more people present^. 
Great deference was, however, showm to the fono and the foot- 
track crossing the marae was alwa>^ closed during its continu¬ 
ance, so as to avoid interruption; strangers and travelling 
parties passing along the path had to leave it some distance 
away from the place of meeting, take a wide circuit, and hurry 
past, as though on forbidden ground. Any omission to do this 
was regarded as an insult to the assembly, and through them, to 
the district they represented; indeed in early days such intruders 
would have been attacked with clubs and spiears. Even the people 
at the meeting had, in passing with messages from one group 
to another, to go behind any intervening group*. 

Kramer says, regarding the great fono of Atua and Tua- 
masanga, that in anticipation of it they cut down all obstructions, 
such as coconut and breadfruit trees, bananas or sugar canes; 
and that any intruder who came in the way would be slain on 
the spot*; and no doubt it would be the same at others. In the 

• Turner, p. i8i. Turner U evidently referrinR to the people who might 
come to watch the proceedings, as distinguished from those who might take 
part in them. I do not think strangers, not concerned in the business, would be 
allowed to be there, even as observers; but, even assuming this to be so, the 
audience at m/ono of a large area might well be numerous. 

• Stair,PP.90M. Cf.Krlmcr, 5J.V0I.I,pp. 371,223. Hood, p. 6o. RiK'ingt, 
vol. II, p. 159. Ella, A^^.S. vol. IV, p. 632. 

• Krimer, SJ. vol. i, pp. 223, 271. 


SAMOA 


459 


early dawn the families of the speakers were astir, and a young 
man from each took the family orator’s staff, proceeded to 
that orator’s appointed place, and there drove the staff upright 
into the turf, and, seating himself beside it, awaited the arrival 
of its owTier. The meeting was usually assembled by sunrise, 
and the business conunenced^. 

The representatives present at the fono sat cross-legged on 
the ground in little groups (generally under the shade of trees), 
each of which had assigned to it its proper position*; and we 
are told that, at the great fono of Manu‘a, if guests did not 
know their places, or showed themselves unacquainted with 
Manu’a’s customs, they were not received*. Each great chief 
would be attended by his t>^'o tafa*i or in the case of 

the tafdifa, who sat alone^, by four of them. 

I draw attention to the references to an orator’s “ appointed 
place” and to the ‘proper position” assigned to each group 
of representatives. These suggest that there may have been 
ancestral stations outside, on the open marae^ as well as in the 
faletele. Perhaps Stuebel is referring to this in the first p^ of 
his double statement, quoted above, that they did not sit in an 
arbitrary manner in the chiefs’ assemblies, and did not sit in 
an arbitrary manner in the house. 

In Aana the nine orators of Leulumoenga had the privile^ 
of sitting on three-legged stools, which were placed at a little 
distance in front of their party; but this honour was only 
claimed upon special occasions*. Discussion and deliberation 
seem to have been requisite as to the arrangement and relative 
positions^f these orators on their stools*. At a more recent 
date one stool, and again at a subs^uent date another stool, 
were added’. In an Atua fono the tuiatm sat on a coconut mat, 
and there was a person, Teuaililo, who had the privile^ of 
sitting on a pandanus mat®; I have been unable to trace either 
the man or the reason for the honour. 

1 have already, in discussing the middle classes of Samoa, 
referred to the great privileges accorded to the orator chief 
Leota of Atua at a Lufilufi fono, repeated messages having to 
be sent to him before he put in an appearance, and to the 
interruption of the proceedings whilst ne drank the milk and 


note 2. 


• Suit, p. 87. 

• Ibid. p. 271. 
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ate the kernel of a coconut which had previously been carried 
round the marae. 

An interesting person at the Tuamasanga fono, was Lio of 
Siumu. He was one of the holders of the great office of alataua^ 
specially consulted in connection with portentous decisions; 
indeed he seems to have been the most important of them, as 
he was spoken of as fon^onga o le alataua (the voice of the 
alataua). On the assembimg of a /ono, Lio would stand in the 
centre of the maracy leaning on his -' ' 



receiving, I imagine, inspiration 


remain so standing for a long time, his legs being massaged 
meanwhile by the people of Siumu, who clustered round him. 
It was only, apparently, at the end of the fono^ when all others 
had spoken, that Lio delivered his speech, embodying, I sup¬ 
pose, the final advice or wishes of the gods^. 

Returning now to the common routme of the /owo, I would 
first say that each orator carried the insignia of his office — the 
fly-flapper, which, when speaking, he laid over his shoulder, 
and his orator’s staff, a pole some six feet long, upon which 
he leaned forward during the speech*. It was customary for 
each speaker, and others also, attending the fono to carry a 
basket of plaited coconut leaves, containing coconut fibre for 
plaiting sinnet; and in this occupation they busily engaged 
themselves during the whole proceedings, each speaker laying 
the work aside when he rose to address the meeting, and 
resuming it on sitting down again*. The occupation must, I 
should think, have been a comforting sedative for men listening 
to a contentious or inflammatory harangue. • 

The leading village or \illage district, which had summoned 
the/ono, and in which it was held, occupied [no doubt in the 
persons of its most important orator and his supporters] the 
responsible position of chairman. It kept order, delivered the 
opening speeches, decided disputed or knotty points, and 
afterwards summed up, and finally dismissed the assembly*. 
There was always a Wllage or village district which had the 
right to speak next, after the opening speech*; and there was 
a dcfimte sj-stem of priorities as to other villages or village 
districts*. 1 he following examples will illustrate the situation. 
The great fono of Aana would be opened by the tumua village 
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district of Leulumoenga. The right of making the s^nd 
speech belonged to the two village districts, Fasito‘otai and 
Fasito‘outa, both of them on the north coast, and near Leulu- 
moenga. Apparently only one of them would speak, and they 
had to settle between themselves which of them was to do so\ 
Subsequently speeches were made by other Aana village 
districts*. I may say, as regards those two village districts, 
that they seem to have been of great influence and import¬ 
ance. We are told that their decision was often flnal, the 
other village districts often adopting pretty much the tenour 
of their address j and, indeed, it is said that, unless the repre¬ 
sentative of one or other of these two village^ districts 
present, the proceedings of the yh/io were inv^idj so that, if 
both absented themselves, the fono dispersed without entering 
upon business®. The great fono of Atua was opened by the 
tufnua village district ot Lufilufi ^ and speeches were then made 
by the following village districts in the following order, Saliw- 
fata, Solosolo and Falefa; speeches were afterwards niadc by 
other village districts and finally by Faleapuna^. It b cunoiw 
that Solosolo, which only spoke second after Lufilufi, was the 
village district represented by Leota, the person whose presence 
seems to have been so imperative, but so difficult to sec^e. 
The great fono of Tuamasanga was apparently opened by Malie 
(Auimatangi), though the laumua village distrirt vyas Afenga . 
This is evidently a matter arising out of the stipulations made 
by the war goddess Nafanua; and I may say that the situation 
as between Malie and Afenga, as indicated by vanoiw more or 
less contradictory statements of Kr^er, is so confused 
uncertain that I have been unable to construct an explanation 
of the matter. Afenga (Tuisamau) came next, however ^d it 
was followed in turn by Faleula, Faleata, S^eimoa and SafaU . 
In the/ono of all Samoa Lculumoenra spoke firet; after which the 
other tumua discussed who should follow . In the grrat/ono of 
Manu‘a the orator of the faletolu opened ^e proceedings. He 
was followed by Fitiuta, Ofu (a small island), Olo^nra (another 
small island) and Sili*. 1 may, perhaps, be accused of biudenmg 
mv pages by the introduction of all these names; but it seems 
to'be die simplest method of iUustrating the general c^tom. 

A curious feature about the fono was that, when the time 

■ Krimcr, SJ. vol. 1. p. ijo. Suir, pp. M K. 

« Kilmer, SJ. vol. 1. p. IS®- , 

• Kilmer. SJ. vol. 1. p. a 7 <. , P- “ 3 - 

• Ibid. ’ /iii/. o. IKO. Ibid. p. 374 * 
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arrived for the speech of a village district, all its official orators 
sto^ up and contended among themselves for the privilege of 
delivering it^. In Aana^ for instance^ the occupiers of the nine 
stools of Leulumoenga did this2, Sotnctimes, and especially 
if the subject of debate was important, the pim was t^uichly 
yielded to the speaker generally acknowledged to be the most 
effective; but on ordinary occasions they contended long for 
the honour®. Turner, who says that a discussion of this sort 
might last an hour or more, tells us that it was usually quite 
well known which of the orators was to speak; but that this in 
no way prevented the discussion, whicn was regarded as a 
formality, one subject of which was to show the assembly that 
the orators were all there, and w^ho they w'ere** It may be 
noticed that this wrangle would in fact perpetuate the recog¬ 
nition of the right of each of the claimants to represent his 
village district, and this might be important, especially if it 
was generally exercised by any one of them. 

This brings us to the speeches, the duration of which would 
commonly be a quarter of an hour or twenty minutes®. But the 
opening speech always greatly prolonged by an elaborate 
series of greetings offered by the speaker to the other delegates. 
The speaker commenced his adthess by carefully going over 
the titles of the various districts and great divisions of the 
islands represented at the meeting, each having a distinctive 
complimentary title, by which it was always known and spoken 
of, quite apart from those conferred upon the different chiefs; 
and the omission of any title of a district at the enumeration 
of names of districts was looked upon as an insult*. Moreover, 
it was the duty of the speaker, in each specific reference to a 
place or chief, to expand into an apologetic preface and refer¬ 
ence to ancestral and other matters of which that place or chief 
had reason to be proud^. The repetition of all these greetings, 
with their accompanying laudatory' references, was often a long 
business, occupying half an hour or so, and during its continu¬ 
ance conversation went on freely among the assembled people; 
but as soon as the speaker reached the real subject matter of 
his address—the object of the meeting and his opinions upon 
it—all was silence and attention®. I may point out that 
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important effect of these greetings would be to keep alive the 
remembrance of the rights to take part in a fono of the districts» 
etc.^ to which they referred and or the family traditions of the 
representatives of these places; but 1 have found no suggestion 
that this was the reason for them. 

There were two terms for these greeting. was 

the general term for all greetings, Including those given in 
small districts and villages. Ao teteie was the special form of 
greetings—'*the great honours "-—offered at very great assemblies 
of divisions, sucn as Aana, and large or important districts^. 
Each greeting was, as we shall see, a series of greetings ; and 
each governmental area had the specific series of greetings chat 
were offered at its forto. There was one for all Samoa; one for 
each of the three divisions of Upolu; one for each of the islands 
of Savai^ and Tutuila; one for each of the districts within the 
three islands; one for each of the rillage districts of those 
divisions and districts; and some of the more important villages 
had them also. So, as regards the Manu^an group, there was one 
for Manuka, and one for each district, and probably for each 
village district of the group though the material collected by 
Kramer there is not so complete. 

Kramer gives particulars of, app^ently, all of these greetings 
(ej^cept as regards Manuka), that is, of the specific series of 
greetings offered at the form of each of the various areas, great 
and small; but these do not seem to include the further conipli- 
mentary and probably extempore, pei^nal observationsby wluch 
the greeting were, according to Stair and Turner, accompanied, 
I have selected from Kiiimer^s collecdon ten fairly typical ex¬ 
amples, for the purpose of showing their general character, 
namely, the greetings for all Samoa; for the three big divisions 
Upolu; for their three principal village districts; for a dis&ict of 
of Atua; and for Manuka and for its principal village district. 
The notes appended to the several separate greetings are mainly 
those which appear on the same pages as the greetings in 
Kramerbook; though I have omitted a good deal of detail— 
legendary, personal and explanatory—of a more or less local 
character, and I have in places amplified, in the hope of rnaking 
matters rather more clear. Referenda to books appearing in 
the body of the notes refer, unless otherwise stat™, tO' other 
pages of Kr^er, Where terms used have already been ex¬ 
plained I do not explain them again. 

* S« KtSmer, S J, voL i, p. 47S. * Ibid. colJttiion of grectinfis, SJ, voL E. 
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Tki Ao telfk cp/ AU Samod^ 

Greeting to thee* Pule* 

This designation refers to Safotulafai, the most powerful of 
the six principal \iIJage districts (seats of government) of 
Savai‘i; it was thus in ^ect a greeting to all Savaii* (See also 
voL I, p* 150 noU 5*) The term pule means " rule/* authority*'; 
but I see from Pratt*a dictionary that it was specially ajjplied 
to certain areas in Savai*i that had the direction in coimdJs. 
Greeting to the iumua. 

'Fhis referred to Leulumoenga (in Aana) and Luhluh (in 
Atua) and was regard ed as including, by w ay of honour, Afenga, 
though this village district was called a laumaa. 

Greeting to the family of the sea. 

Refers to the small island of Manono (near the western 
extremity of Upolu), w'hose people seem to have been famous 
for their prowess on the sea. (See Stair, p. 79.) 

Greeting to the aiataua and the ituuu. 

Greeting to the ship of Fonoti* 

Fonoti of the tiuaana line, who had reached the position of 
tafaHJa (king of all Samoa) (voL i, p. 170), had rewarded the 
village districts of Faleapuna and Fangaloa (both in Atua) for 
fighting bravely for him in his struggle for poivcr by conferring 
on them the right to the title vda 0 Fonoii (the ship of Fonoti) 
(vol. 1, p* 15); and they were the village districts referred to in 
the greeting. 

It will be noticed that in these greetings Savai‘t, w^hich was 
less important than Upolu, came first, and that Tutuila and 
Manu'a were entirely excluded* As regards Savai'i, Kramer 
does not explain why it had the distinction of priority; it may 
have had its origin in the part which the great Tonumaipea 
family of Savai'i took in forming the constitution of “all 
Samoa'*; or it may have been an act of politeness, due to the 
fact that this /ono of all Samoa wras held at Leulumoenga, in 
Upolu; but these suggestions are mere guesses. As regards 
Tutuila and Manu‘a, Krtoer says that, if one of them were 
present at an all Samoa/owe, it would receive its own ao tetele 
to w^hich it was entitled. This looks as though these islands 
were not commonly present at such a forto; as to this 1 would 
point out that Tutuila was politically a very unimportant 
island; and Manu'a w^ould hardly, I should imagine, be likely 
to be present when it w'as politit^y separate. 

Kr^er. SJ, Vol. I, p. iS. 
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The Ao teteU of the Dwision of Aana^ 

Greeting to thee, Lculumocnga. 

Greeting to thee, the tumua. 

These two greetings were both addressed, first by name, 
and then by tide, to the tumua village district of Aana. 

Greetingto the House of the Nine and to your matua,M\ph. 

The House of the Nine refers to the nine families whose 
representatives were the occupiers of the nine stools of Leulu- 
moenga, and Alipia was the name of their matua. The nine 
orator families controlled the grant of the tuiaana title (vol. i, 
p. 152 ). 

Greeting to the highness tuiaana^ and to So*oa*emaIelangi 
and Pasesc and Umanga. 

So*oa*emalelangi was the sa*oaualuma name (see chapter on 
“Matrilineal Descent”) of the tuiaana family*, and was borne 
by the taupou^ or village maiden. 

Pasesc and Umanga were the names of the tu*itu*i of the 
tuiaana. 

Greeting to ye, ye two leaders. 

Refers to Fasito‘outa and Fasito*otai, the two village districts 
on the north coast of Aana, which took a leading place in war 
and peace and had the right of speaking next after the opening 
speech. 

Greeting to the different sacred rights of Aana. 

Refers to the rights of the village districts of A^a to have 
special messengers sent to each of them summoning them to 
the fono. 

Reverent greeting to the family Satuala. ^ 

Reverent greeting to the family Taulangi. 

Reverent greeting to the family Tauaana. 

Reverent greeting to the family Mavaenga. 

These four greetings were addressed to four leading branches 
of the tuiaana family. 

The Faalupenga of LetUumoenga {the leading village district of . 4 anaY 

Greeting to thee, Leulumoenra. 

Greeting to the House of the Nine. 

Greeting to thy assembly. 

The nine orator chiefs who occupied the stools. 

Greeting to the matua^ thy honourable Alipia. 

See above (greetings of Aana). 

* Ibid. vol. I, p. 149. * Ibid. p. 32. 


w 11 


■ Ibid. pp. 152 tq. 

30 


466 


COUNCIL MEETINGS 


Greeting to the pillars of tmaana^ Umanga and Pasese, 

See above (greetings of Aana)* 

In reverence welcome the sons of TamaleLangi^ Tuioti and 
Taualofae. 

The makers of the kava of the tuiaana. 

Greeting to th^^ highness» So'oa^emalelangi. 

See above (greeting of Aana). 

Greeting to thy highness» tmmna* 

Mayest thou sit wisely in council, Leiilumoenga* 

The Aq tetele qJ ike Dtvmon qJ Atua"^ 

Greeting to thee, Lufilufi* 

Greeting to thee, tumxta. 

Two greetings, addressed, first by name* and then by title 
to the tumua viTla^ district of Atua^ 

Greeting to the House of the Six. 

This refers to the six families, whose orators controlled 
Lufilufi, and the grant of the tuiaiua title, and whose position 
was similar to that of the nine families in Aana. 

Greeting to the highness of and to Tupa*i and 

Tainau. 

The latter two names were those of the tu*ttu*i of the tuiniua. 
Greeting to Tongiai, the tuiatuaj w'ho leads thy mulangaf 
Lufilufi, when there is no king present- 

Maianga means a travelling party. If the tumtua (king of 
Atua) were at the head of such a party, all would follow' nim 
without compensation. It was the privilege of Tongiai, of the 
tidatua family, to claim the same attention, if the tuia^ was 
not there (vol, I, p. A similar privilege existed in Aana 

(vol. i, p. 207). 

Greeting to I>eausa, w'ho art ituau and aiataua. 

See explanation of the meaning of these terms. Leausa was 
an orator chief. Aana and .'\tua had only alataua orators, not 
akitaua districts (vol. ], p, 151)- 
Greeting to the head of Atua. 

Greeting to the body of Atua. 

Greeting to the tail of Atua. 

These three greetings refer to the three great districts of 
Atua — Aleipata, Itu Anoamaa and Itu Satefao—and are based 
upon a tradition as to the origin of the name Lufilufi. The 
tradition relates to the dividing up, into three parts, of a fish, 

^ Kribncr, SJ. vol. I, pp, jq. 
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by a young man by the orders of the tuiatua. The cutting up 
evidently took place in Itu Anoamaa, where the bod^ was 
retained; but the head was sent to Saleaaumua Aleipata), 
and the tail to Itu Salefao; hence these three districts were 
called the body, the head and the tail of Atua, The name 
Luftlufi fto cut up food] originated in this tradition (voh i, 
pp. 30s j?.). 

Greeting to the speech of Tuu*u, 

An orator chief with special privileges. 

Greeting to the Salevalasi family. 

Greeting to the Safenunuivao family. 

Two leading branches of the tuiatua family. 

Greeting to the towering coconut palms of Atua, 

Refers to the orators of Atua, 

Tht Faalupenga of Lu^iuji ttadvig 0 / AiuaY 

Greeting to Lufilufi. 

Greeting to the House of the Six. 

See above (greetings of Atua). 

Greeting to the circle of chiefs. 

Refers to the orator chiefs (tuiafale alCt). 

Greeting to ye dividers of food. 

The orator chiefs, whose right it was to divide and distribute 
the food at a great fom. 

Greeting to thy highness, chief tuiatua. 

Greeting to ye pillars, Tupa^i and Tainau. 

See above (greetings of .\tua). 

Greeting to Tongiai, the tuiatua who leads thy maianga, 
Lufilufi, when there is no king present. 

See above (greetings of Atua). 

Greeting to Seutatia of Mulinuu, who cheweth kava for 

thee, Lufilufi. 

Refers to a family branch whose duty it was to chew 
kava. 

Greeting to Leausa, who is tiitau and QlaiQuUw 
See above (greetings of Atua). 

Greeting to the still lake for thee, Lufilufi, 

Peace. It also refers to the ^eat lake of blood produced m 
battle through the bravery of the Lufilufi people. 

Mayest thou sit wisely in council, Lufilufi. 

1 Ibid, p, 274. 
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Tfv Faalttpenga of At^pata {a large and important district of AtuaY 

Greeting to thee, Saleaaumua. 

The leading viHage district of Aleipata. 

Greeting to ye both, Houae of the Two. 

Refers to the two sub-districts of Aieipata-—Faleilunga and 
Faleilala. 

Greeting to both ye eldest, Leifi and 'rautoloitua. 

Refers to Fuatanga and Tafua, two leading orator chiefs, 
said to be more powerful in Aleipata than the chiefs, Fuatanga 
was supreme in Faleilunga, and Tafua was all powerful in 
Faleilalo, 

The Ao teiele of the Division of Tuamasanga* 

Greeting to thee, laumws. 

Refers to the village district of Afenga. 

Greeting to Tuisamau and Auimatangi. 

The former name referred to the village district of Afenga 
(the real seat of government), and the latter to Malie (the s^t 
of the Malietoa and of the House of the Nine—their nine 
orator families). 

Greeting to the triple bond of Sangana and the House of 
the Six of the band of Ne^a. 

The triple union refers to the village districts of Afenga, 
Malie and Tuanai, all in the sub-distria of Sangana, 

Greeting to the alataua and the ituaa. 

The village districts of Safata and Faleata—Tuamasanga 
(unlike Aana and Atua) had alataua village districts. 


The Faaiupenga of Afenga {the leading village district of TuamasangoY 

Greeting to thee, Tuisamau. 

The name given to the faleupolu, or council of orators, of 
Afengi, 

Greeting to Fata and Maulolo. 

Two great orator chiefs of Tuamasanga, who, as fakta itat 
(house of leaders), had the affairs of government of the district 
in their hands and controlled the Ngatoaitele title (one of the 
four titles required for kingship of all Samoa). 

Greeting to th&^t fakta itai. 

Refers to the same two persons. 


' Kiirtitr. SJ. vol. 1, p. s8o. 


* Ibidv p. iis. 


Jhid. p. 224. 
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In reverence welcome to thy highness. Saves, and to 
MaututaaLongo and the matua Manuaifua. 

The first two names were those of members of the Malietoa 
family. 

Greeting to Salesaena. 

In reverent welcome to the highness Luatfatsanga. 

Both members of the Malietoa family. 

Greeting to thee, chief, the highness Ngatoaitele, 
Addressed in honour of that title. 

The Ao tetek of Mctnu'a^ 

Greeting to Manu*a. 

Greeting to thy highness, tuimantfa^ who dwellest in the 
Faletda. 

Faleula was the name of the faUtek of the king 
situate in the leading village district of Tau* 

Reverence to thy royd mats and thy sleeping house, 

EpQy the mats of the ting, on which he sat and slept. The 
faletoa^ or sleeping house, was his actual dwelling house, which 
lay behind the Faleula. 

Reverence to the pillars of government. 

The 

Reverence to ye two Vaimangalo, who protect the orator 
staves of the Faleula^ who protect Manu'a, 

Vaimangalo (sweet water) was an honorary designation of 
two chiefs Soatoa and Lefiti, in Tau, who were direct advisers 
of the king. The expression “orator staves" means orators. 

The Faalupenga of Tau {the ieading village of Manua)^ 

Greeting to thee, House of the Three. 

The House of the Three refers to the three great orator 
families of Manu'a. 

Greeting to Malaetele and Maiacovavou. 

Two maeae of Tau, (All Samoan marae had names, by 
which they w^ere referred to. See vol, i, p, 479 ") 

Greeting to thy highness tutmanu*a. 

Greeting to thy brother chiefs Soatoa and Lefid. 

See above (greetings of Manu'^. 

Greeting to the band of chiefs. 
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Greeting to ye orator staves, Tulifua, Tauese, Milo, 
Faamaustlt, Tuaao, Fofo and Atiu. 

These were ail orators. 

Greeting to thy reverence Tauanuu, who, as the eldest, 
hast the word in the Falemla^ who protectest the title, 
and [istenest to the word of the king. 

A powerful orator chief. For "eldest/' see matua in 
planation of terms. 

Greeting to the of the falttolu. 

The general term for the kava chewers in Samoa was mmuinga^ 
In Manu'a, however, the tmmamia's chewers were called 
otuaKi^ in vieiv of their holy origin. (See reference to this 
origin in discussion of Samoan Areas and Systems.) 

Greeting to the king's son. 

The son of the tuitnan^a — the Crown Prince. 

Greeting to thy mightiness Silia, 

He was the leader of the kava che^vers at the king's kava. 

Greetings to the sons of the brother chiefs. 

The sons of Soatoa and Lefiti. 

Greeting to the sons of the orators. 

Greetings to the aualuma of the faletolu. 

The band of maidens who accompanied the laupou, or village 
maiden. 

Greeting to Samalaulu and her following. 

Samalaulu was the sa^oatmlttma name (see chapter on "Matri- 
linea] Descent”) of the tuimanu^a family, and was borne by the 
village maiden or taupou of the tuimanda. 

Greeting to Ngang^ola and her following. 

Kramer saj^ that Nganguola was the name borne by the 
taupou of the Taofi branch of the tmfmum'a family; so I presume 
it was the s€tmmh{ma name of that branch. 

Greeting to the daughters of the brother chiefs. 

Greeting to the daughters of the orators. 

Note. Kramer draws attentioo to the inclusion in Manu'a 
greetings of specific reference to the attendants on the village 
maiden and to the kava chewers, which, he says, is distinctive 
of the greetings of that group, as compared with those of the 
other groups. Greetings to these people appear in all the 
Jaalupenga of the Manu'a village districts, but not in those of 
other Samoan \HlIage districts, though, as in the case of Leulu- 
moenga {vide ante)^ names of individual kava chewers might 
appear (see also Lufilufi greeting). 
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Returning to the genera] subject of the proceedings at a/ono, 
we are told that, as an orator proceeded, Kis party sat around 
him, and acted as prompters, refreshing his memoiTf, suggesting 
to him topics upon which to touch, or recalling him when he 
was going astray. The orators took all these interruptions very 
quietly, and showed much dexterity in retreating from pnsiUons 
or statements which met with the disapproval of their parties. 
Sometimes, if an orator became wearisome, his companions 
would tell him to sit dowm and hold his tongue^ 

A Samoan orator did not let his voice fall, but rather giadu- 
allv raised it, so that the last word in the sentence was the 
loudest^. The manner of speaking was good and the 
possession of the orators remarkableMany of the speaker 
were eloquent. Their style of speaking was often figura^ve and 
as their addresses frequently contained allusions to their oM 
traditions and past nation^ history, they were often very 
instructive*. A speaker was seldom inte^pted, and all were 
heard patiently, however unpalatable their observations might 
be. Sometimes, however, a speaker from another party pre¬ 
sented himself to correct a misstatement, or oppose ^the position 
taken up by the man addressing the meeting; and this might 
produce a good deal of wrangling between the sjpe^ers . 

Food for the people assembled w^ provided by the fan^i^ 
within a radius of a few miles of the place 0 mee mg. 
young men and women of each family would come m a st^ 
of ten or twenty, decked out in their best, and pre^nt the fo^ 
which they had brought to the head of their family he 
would direct its distribution, fkst supping 
distance. Kava was also brought and distributed. He _ 
tell them to Uke some of it to a particular ^^tor or ^hief, ^ 
the latter would aftenvards return 

wav a flow of friendship was induced, and even people wlio 

had been living at variance twk advantage 

of showing kindness to each other*. Ml this took place at 

mid-day. Business proceeded, however, 

indecd, we are told that they gene^y 

day meal should take place at the time when 

of wrae unimportant place had the attention of the meeting 

the address on such occasions becoming sl 

> Stair, p. &6. S« bIm Witk«. ► /M. p/ii?'. ^ 

« Wilkea, voL II, pp- 153 ^ 9 ’ p. 153. PriTthiid, 

* Turner, pp. 18 a iff. btiuT. p. 87- ^ 

p. 133; Churdiwanl. p. 99 \ Kraincr, SJ. vol. 1. 150. 
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even Judicrous, when the speaker recognized the uselessness of 
attempting to gain a hearing by any other style of speech^. 

The meetings generally broke up at sundown; but if the 
matter under discussion was something of unusual interest and 
urgency, a meeting might be continued in the dark, and perhaps 
not end until long after midnight^; and might even last for 
several days^ 

The decisions of a/ono were called tulafono, or acts of council. 
They were not arrived at by voting, but by general consent, 
the discussion over any Question being prolonged until some 
conclusion, satiafactorj' to the greater part, and particularly 
the most influential members of the council, was arrived at* 
The decision appears, however, to have rested mainly with the 
malo^ or strong party for the time being, for we are told that 
the government w'as in fact conducted by that party, though 
the members of the vai^m or weak party, generally retained 
their power within their own respective districts^. Wilkes says 
that f^lurc in obedience to the decree of the fmio was punished 
^ the malo party, w'ho plundered the defaulters of their lands®. 
Turner tells us, however, that unless all were pretty w'ell agreed, 
nothing w'as done, as they were afraid to thwart even a small 
minority, and there was a great lack of power to do so«; indeed 
Brown says there was no power to enforce a decision upon a 
dissenting village 

A question of commencing war was discussed in the first 
instance by a council of chiefs* These councils w^ere the 
referred to on a preWous page* I do not think their discussions 
were confined to matters of war* I do not know where the 
meetings were held; but I think it must have been in the 
faktele. It seems clear thjit the decision arrived at had Co be 
submitted, at all events in some cases, for confirmation by a 
generalybwo. Turner refers to chiefs deciding on war®; but he 
also says that when w^ wns threatened ‘*the whole district 
assembled at their capital, and had a special parliament to 
deliberate as to what should be done^^®. Stair also says that 
w'eighty matters such as declaring war, or making peace " were 
deliberated upon in a genera] Joho of the whole district, com- 


pp. 07 19 * 

* ^umcr, p. 183* and mi: Willtea* vol* Ti. p. 153. 

’ Kjtiiijcr, SJ. vol-1^ p. 150 nwf/. 

• Hde, p. 2^. CL Wiliea* v*L 11, p. 152; Erekine, 

P- 7^- “ Wilkoi. vol. It, p, *53. 

Brown, p. 187 , • TufacT, p. 190 . 
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posed of representatives of all the settlements and villages of 
the district ; and Brown refers to the same matter^* 

It may almost be assumed that when a question of war was 
to be debated at a general ybflO* it would not only be considered 
beforehand by the /akttdy but would also be the subject of 
divination by the aiaiauaf whose pronouncement of the will 
of the gods would have great weight both with the fakiai and 
at the subsequent /otto. I have found no detailed account of the 
proceedings in such a case of the ah tans ^ except with reference 
to a fom of all Aana, as to which Kramer gives the following. 
When a great fono was to be held at Ma'aunga [the name of the 
marae at Leulumoenga; see Kramer, S.I. vol. i, p. 149 ftote i] 
by Leulumoenga and all Aana, there was an aitu-fono [a fofto 
at which the aitu was first questioned; an augiu^; see Kramer, 
SJ. vol. 1, p. 151 not£ i]. When midnight was drawing nigh 
then Ngalu and Lemana adorned themselves with fine mats 
and bark cloth. Then they went to the fono in the great house 
at Leulumoenga, and all the curtain mats of the house were 
let down, except one at the back of the house. The tiivo chiefs 
went into the house, and each sat in a round part of the house 
and remained there. There w^as also a man with four coconuts; 
he broke ^em, and brought one nut to Ngalu and another to 
I^mana, and he took the third to a post at the front side of 
the house, and the fourth to the back part. It was taboo for 
either to speak. The chiefs sat there till dawn broke. Then the 
man who brought the coconuts went to get the pulp of the 
nut [w'e are not told w^hich nut]; he felt in the nut, and if 
there was still milk in it, it was a sign that the aitu was not 
coming to the/o«o. Then Ng^u and Lemana were sad. But if 
all the milk had been drunk out, it w'as a sign that the aitu 
was coming to the fono^ and they were glad. When morning 
arrived, all Aana came to the /ono, and Ngalu and Lemana 
imparted what the aitu had made known to them. 1 hen the 
fono was finished^. 

Ngalu and Lemana were orator chiefs^, Ngalu was the 
same person as Alrpia who, as we have seen in the greetings 
for all Aana, svas the matua of the House of the Nine at 
Leulumoenga* Lemana was evidently another specially im¬ 
portant member of the House of the Nine, for according to 
Kramer it was apparently either Ngalu or Lemana w'ho opened 

1 Stair, p. 84. ‘ Brtjwn, p. 165. * Kiimcr. SJ. voL 1, p-151. 

* Ibid. p. 151 fjo/f 4. * Ibid, p, 151 tiott i. 
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the proceedings at the great/ofto of Aana^ The narrative dis- 
cJo^s ^e rmipense power which these men, acting under 
divine inspiration, would have in controlling the decision of 

ne mtimate/o;7o. Apparently their operations ivere not con- 
e to questions of peace and war, but it does not necessarily 
loiiow that this would generally be the case with Samoan 
Qtatatia-, it must be remembered that Leulumoengn was not an 
o a nua district in the strict sense, and was the seat of secular 
Aana, so it is likely enough that these two 
specially inspired men would perform their sacred functions 
m all important matters affecting Aana. 

, refers to a custom in Tuamasanga for the great 

chiers, m time of trouble, or whenever any important question 
had to be investigated, to retire to the/o/e o le each resting 
nis back against a stone pillar, until one of them should receive 
inspiration from the spirits hovering there, and deliver his 
instruction m oracular form^. This Jale o le or house of 
re e was, I may say, a structure up in the mountains of 
luamasanga, the ruins of w'hich have given rise to some 
speculation, but which appears to have been a house of round 
or elliptical form; paved uith slabs of stone, and with stone 
pillars supporting what had been the roof, but which, whatever 
may have been its structure, had disappeared. Whether or not 
It had at one ^e been a stone building, used for the purpose 
oi a jaletele^ it had apparently been used in historical times 
tor a purpose similar to that to which the two alataua of 
Leulumoenga used \.he:fakteU of that place. Churchward does 
not tell us, however, whether the great chiefs who sat in it were 
alaUmainor do we know-, as regards the question of ancestral 
posts, whemer mdi\ridual chiefs had their own respective posts 
against which they or their ancestors had rested. 


TONGA 

The council meetings of Tonga were also called/(wjo. Some 
ot^e evidence points to a difference between the purposes of 
a Tongan/^o and that of Samoa; so I will first refer to some 
statements bearing on this question. Manner describes Sifom 
^Iled by Fmau It was a general assembly of the people to 
be addres^ with reference to agricultural matters, renunded 
of their duty towards their chiefs, and how they ought to 

* Krtmcr, 5 X vot i, p. 150. % Churchward, p, jBi. 
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behave at a1] public ceremonies, and have pointed out to them 
their moral and political duties. He speaks of this fom as 
having been of a general nature, in which the address was 
directed to all the people* or at least to the petty chiefs * and 
refers to other form of a similar character. He says, for example, 
that when complaints were made to the older cniefs and muta- 
bule of molestation by young chiefs of women whom they met 
on the road, Finau would have a fono of the people, in which 
the impropriety of the conduct of these young chiefs was 
pointed out, and the offenders admonished and ordered to 
behave better in future. He tells us that meetings for this 
purpose had to be held frequently — every fourteen or twenty 
days—for the presenation of order, and that the speech was 
generally delivered by some old ftmiabule. Mariner also tells 
oi fono held with reference to specific matters which had to 
be done; these included such things as the repairing of Finau's 
canoe, for which purpose the ow'ner of one plantation would 
be ordered to provide the timber, and another the food for the 
workers. More extensive matters would be the construction 
of a large house, planting of yams and bananas, supplying 
provisions for feasts, funerals, etc., for all of which purposes a 
tax w'as laid upon the people, every principal landovvner pro¬ 
viding his share, employing his own depend^ts to do the 
needful work. Sometimes the matter dealt with was one of 
public policy. Mariner says the pett>^ chiefs i^d to cdl together 
their own dependants and address them in a similar way'. 
Thomson (speaking possibly of modem times) describes ^fono 
as a compulsory meeting of the people to listen to the orders 
of some person in authority®. He also says that the chiefs' 
orders of old were published abroad by the crier {fanongomongQ) 
and that the w^ere the hereditary censors of pubiJe 

morals, and summoned Jono to lecture to the young chiefs, 
whenever they made a wider breach in the proprieties than 
their rank permitted®^. Mr A. Radcliffe Brown, who has 
recently been in Tonga, and who has, very kindly, sent me 
(from Cape Town) some information on this and other subjects 
(speaking of past customs), saj'S that the fotio of I onga must 
not be compared with that of Samoa. In Tonga there was no 
discussion at a /ono\. a chief held it w^henever he had something 
to say to his people. The only person w'ho s^ke was the person 
who had called the/o/io. He thus communicated to his people 

^ Mariner, vd]. I, ■ Thcmison, p-Si- * /frjs/. p. S6. 
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anything that he \^hcd them to know, and gave them any 
orders that he wished them to carry out. The people sat on 
the aiarae facing Ae chief, as he stood up and spoke to them, 
and as smn m he had finished the/ono was over and the people 
dispersed. In matters that concerned the whole county the 
ImhuiokuMu would hold a general /otto, to which he would 
su^on the chiefs and more important or powerhil of their 
toltowere. and such a /ono was exactly like any other. The 
tut^nofiuMu would stand up and address those assembled, 
aying to them^ whatever he wished, and when he had ended 
tiis speech fte/ono was over, there being no discussion. Brown 
says he believes that each chief exercised autocratic power over 
IMS own people There was no control by any decisions of the 
tor all such decisions were made by the chief. 

We therefore have three separate authorities telling us that 
the purpose of the /ano was not to consult, but merely to 
receive orders. Two of them are quite modern, and the question 
Ls how f^ back had custom of which they were informed 
prevailed. Mariner is, of course, a witness of bygpne days; 
but It must be remembered that his information was obtained, 
not in 1 ongatabu, but in the less important islands to the north 
of It under ^e control of a military conquering ruler, who might 
perhaps be inclined to be unconstitutional and arbitrary in his 
metho^ and w hose example would very likely be foUowed by 
the chiefs w'ho were under him. The fundamental difference 
b^een the customs of Samoa and those of Tonga, aa here 
aiscjos<^, prompts me to wonder whether the latter must ^ 
assumed to have been in accordance with the real political 
system and method of Tonga, 

The /oj?o d^cribed al^ve seem to have been held, like the 
public /offo of Samoa, in the open space or marae^j which, 
according to Mariner, was generally before a large house 

[probably the equivalent of the Samoan faleie/e?] or a chiefs 
grave^, ^ 

attention to some further evidence, w'hich 
f^ow' a little additional light on the subject. 

■ I j referring to a visit made by him to the 

island of Vavau to demand an explanation of an attack bv 
natives on some English ships, says that he went to the great 
kava house, where he found the king [Finau] seated, with 

vol ‘ A R Brwn'* statement. Cf, L.M S. Tram. 

■ Manner^ vol. p. IxxvM. 
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Brown, an Englishman, on his left hand; on either side were 
the principal chiefs, and in front the lesser chiefs. Around the 
house, on the green, bet\veen the Jaitoka [bun-ing place] of the 
late king and the kava house, were seated about three thousand 
people'* ^'his description of the respective positions of the 
various groups of people might be construed as being in accord 
with what was usual m Tonga at an outside kava ring, with the 
king seated at the edge of the ring, immediately in front of the 
centre of the Tongan equivalent of a fakUki and the rest of the 
ring extending in m)nt of him over the mame; it was evidently a 
special gathering intended to receive Waldegrave and deal with 
tne question of reparations, and it is probable that its arrange¬ 
ment was similar to that of an outside /two, at which there 
w'ould, according to custom, be kava drinking. 

Home {1849) describes a visit w'hich he paid to the tuitonga. 
He and his party came to an enclosed space, in the centre of 
which stood the “ house of ceremony,” a good-si^ed building, 
with open sides* There he found the tuitofiga seated in the 
house with his back leaning against one of the posts at one end 
of the buildiog, and there ’ivere a number of people sitting in 
a semicircle round the opposite end ; and we are told of the 
kava party which took place afterwards in the buil^ug®. Else¬ 
where Home describes a visit paid by him to the tuikanokubolu , 
W'hom he found waiting for him in the house *' used for public 
meetings.” He tells us ^t the king sat in the middle, with a 
few of the principal chiefs and at the end of the house opposite 
to him, there was a semicircle of other chiefs, the space ui the 
centre of the house being left clear It is evident that the 
place where the king sat ** in the middle ” w'as not in the centre 
of the house, but at one of the ends, the semicircle of chiefs 
being in the other end. These were receptions, and not _/bno, 
but the positions of the kings and their chiefs wmuld be the 
same as those taken at an indoor fom ; and I point out that these 
positions seem to have been identical with those of such a/owo 
of Samoa. The few principal chiefs sitting with the king would 
be the equivalent of the of Samoa, 

West (1846-55) says the king was expected to consult a 
certain coterie of the higher chiefs, kau mstua, old men, m 
all matters of state and government*- The deliberative assemblies 

’ WaJdc^vc, vol. in* pp* 190 
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of the chiefs were very stately affairs. Each sat in a circle 
arranged accoring to the rank and precedence of those who 
composed it, where speeches were made by authorized orators, 
^d by some of the lading chiefs; after which the ceremony 
of kava drinking would be proceeded with. These meetines 
would often extend over several hours, and every part of the 
proceeding was governed and conducted according to wcll- 
toown and rigid laws of etiquette. From these assemblies the 
ow e ge of new enactments, or of the arrangements adopted 
for any projects entertained by the chiefs was circulated among 
the people at by the matabuleK West tells us that at the 
inauguration of King George in 1845, two chiefs sat, one on 
either side of the kin^ elect. These were t\\’o of the matua. 
whose office was to relieve the king, and act on his behdf*. 

fcre^ne (1849) w^as told, though he did not know w'hether 
the info^tion was correct, that the period of speaking at a 
Sono m Tonga was confined to the time occupied in preparing 
the tava, a ceremony which, with the Samoans, was but one 
of the ordinary preliminaries. He says that the habit of elo¬ 
quence, as might be expected,” was not nearly so common 
among the Ton^ns, and the consequent shortness of speeches 
of the chiefs, and absence of profiise compliments which custom 
exacted in the o^er [U, Samoa] were very remarkable^. 

hnerley (1850), in describing a gathering w hich he witnessed, 
says that ^e place of meeting was a kind of shed, having the 
ends and back temporarily closed in with matting. There he 
found the king [George] seated cross-legged on the ground, 
with five of his prmcipal chiefs on each f^d, the rest of the 
chiefs sitting outside the house, and forming a great semicircle 
upon the lawn before it, the bulk of the people being collected 
in a crowd ^vond< Then, after giving a detailed account of 
the kava dnnking, Bnerley says that, after the kava had all 
been s^ed out, the chiefs that sat outside the house rose and 
went off without further ceremony, and Brierley and his party 
went away, living the king to discuss state matters with his 
mnisters who remaned sitting with him in the shed, as 
Brierley had fo^d them*. He also, in speaking of the kava 
drinking, Mys that besides the chief on the king’s right who 
direct^ the ceremomw ^nerally, the king was attended by 
an orator, a venerable-looLng old chief, who sat two removed 
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from him on his left^ and who made on the king's behalf, a 
speech thanking the people for the offerings they Md brought 
him^^* The shed to which Brierley refers was probably a building 
equivalent to the Samoan fakleht all the mat screens round it, 
exc^t those to the front, being down. 

Monfat, in some historical narrative of the middle of last 
century, taken from the records of the French missionaries, 
refers to the death of the tuika^wkuboltt^ and to George's con¬ 
fidence of being able to impose himself [as a successor] at the 
" chiefs^and later on we are told of hostilities between 
George, who was then king, and some rebels in the district or 
village of Pea, of his offer to treat with them, and of a night 
fono of the rebels held at Pea to decide what should be done^. 
I find in the records of these missionaries a statement that the 
king conferred with a chief, who was a relation of his, and was 
his mouth,” as he called it^* 

In P^re A. C.*s dictionary I find the foliow^ing terms; fale 
(a house), faie-fuiu (house in which the chief and people 
assemble), yifl/WiaA/ (large house on a malae)^ 

I think that Home's accounts may be taken to represent the 
positions of the people at a small /ofto held inside the council 
nouse, these having been, apparently, the same as in Samoa; 
but they do not tell us more than this. The other accounts, or 
most of them, appear to refer to larger rathe rings. 

There is, however, matter in this additional evidence which 
enables us to consider further the character of a /ono* held in 
the open marae^ at w’hich a relatively large number of people 
took part, as distinguished from a private consultation of a 
relatively small circle of chiefs. The accounts which I have 
quoted do not, I think, all refer to what I may call an ordinary 
fono, Waldegrave is describing his ceremonious reception by 
the king; but this was apparently for the purpose of discussing 
reparations. One of West’s accounts refers to a king's inaugura¬ 
tion ; but in Samoa this would be done at a /crao*. That w^hich 
Brierley describes is a kava ring, w'hich may or may not have 
been in this particular case a part of the proceedings at a/ono* 
followed by a private consultation between the king and some 
of his chiefs. In any case, however, these accounts are not 
without interest, because the airangement of the people at a 
big kava ring was, I believe, similar to that at a Jono. 1 draw 

' [bid. p. io6. ' Monfat. Tungn^p. 291. 
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attention, however, to the following stateinents. Mariner him- 
the matter dealt with was sometimes '"one of 
public policy, and tells us that petty chiefs also used to 
summon their own dependants in the same way. West who 
spent a considerable time in Tonga, sap that the king was 
^^l^ted to consult a certain coterie of higher chiefs, kau matu^, 
old men, m ail matters of state and government. He 
describes the deliberative assemblies of the chiefs w^here 
speech^ were made by the “authorized orators” and by some 
of the leading chiefs; and it is evident that at these meetings 
new enactments were made, and projects entertained by the 
chiels wye considered, the results of the discussions being 
afterwards niade known to the people. He refers to the two 
of chiefs^ rank, who sat on either side of the king and 
acted on his behalf. Erskine is apparently speaking of Tonean 
jotio generally, and not merely of a king^s fono, when he 
compares it with that of Samoa; and, whether or not his 
information as to the diflference in the speeches at the fono 
of the two respective groups is correct, it is clear that there 
were speeches by various people in Tonga. We gather from 
French missionaries that the king conferred with a related 
chief [probably his confidential adviser] who was called his 
mouth, from W'hich I gather that he spoke on the king^s 
behalf. ^ 

The point to which 1 draw attention is that, unless 
West yd Erskine are utterly wrong, Tongan fojio did not only 
for the purpose of receiving orders from the king or 
head chief; these/oijo, or some of them, were deliberative 
^embhes, at W'hich various people spoke, and which were, to 
this extent, comparable with the /gno of Samoa. J may say 
that, y to this point, 1 accept the evidence of these ftvo writers 
as being probably correct, notwithstanding the statements of 
Manner, who knew nothing of Tongatabu, and whose know- 
lyge was all obtained in the northerly islands, governed by 

autocratic Finau, and the recent statements 
1 homson and Radcliffe Brown. 

I he next question to be considered is, who were the oeoole 
that were enutled to take part in and speak at a TongaS con¬ 
sultativeBefore discussmg this 1 must point out that the 
malaouie WGTGt ayording to Marmer, the attendants, counsellors 
yd ministers of chiefs. There does not appear, however, to 
have been any clear hnc of demarcation between the matahuk 


TONGA 


481 

and the chiefs; indeed, from the evidence that has appeared in 
the discussion of social and local groupingj it seems that some 
of them* at all events, were what we may call minor chiefs* 
being related to the great chiefs. Passing now to the considera¬ 
tion of the question* I will refer again to West's evidence, and 
will ^ume that at a king's forto the persons entitled to take 
part in it were only the leading chiefs and certain “authori2ed 
orators/' Who'were these orators, and whom did they represent? 
Probably the king’s orator* if he employed one, would often be 
a relative, with whom he was in the habit of conferring, and 
who, we are told, acted as his " mouth ”; but there were evidently 
other orators, and the question arises, who were they* and in what 
capacity were they present and allowed to speak? They may 
have been simply the mouthpieces of the leading chiefs, in 
which case they would probaoly be minor chiefs or matabidei 
this would necessarily be so, if the right to participate in the 
fono WQA confined to the leading chiefs. 

Let us, howev'er, compare a king's consultative f&no in Tonga 
with a king's fofto in Samoa. They may really have been very 
much alike. In Samoa the king had to consult a f&no on important 
matters; and in Tonga* according to West, he was exp^ed to 
do so. In both groups, apparently, there was a custom for 
chiefs, or at all events kings, often to speak through their 
orators, and not personally, in Samoa the orators were the 
tulafale^ those representing the king often being tulafaie 
We cannot say exactly who they were in Tonga, but they would 
probably be chiefs and matabulsy whilst the king's speaker 
would* perhaps, be a chief or a matabuh of relatively high 
rank. In Samoa the persons entitled to speak, personally or 
through their orators, were present as representatives—heads 
of social groups—of districts of the king's dominions; and, 
setting aside the evidence of Mariner* Thomson and Radcliffe 
Brown, which seems to be inconsistent with that of West and 
Erskine, and the accuracy of which* as applying to old customs, 
I doubt, there is no reason for assuming that it was not the 
same in 1 onga, the leading chiefs to whom West refers, and 
perhaps some of the “authorized orators," having been heads of 
districts, though 1 have no evidence to prove that it was so. 

Then again, if Tongan fono were summoned merely for the 
purpose of receiving orders* how are we to interpret West's 
statement that one of the purposes of what was apparen^ a 
king's fono was to discuss projects entertained by (he chi^s; 
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and to what does W^t refer in speaking of the long protracted 
rneetings, with the rigid laws of etiquette by which every part 
of them was governed? J P 

Mariner r^ers to the practice for petty chiefs to summon 
and brskine s statement apparently refers to fono generally* 
Atxording to Browm, there w'ere fono for the kiixg*s dominions, 
and evidently for smaller areas also. We may, I think, believe 
just as the kings had to summon fono, the great chie6& of 
districts, and the minor chiefs or matobuk of sub-districts or 
^^agcs would do so also, and that the proceedings at these 
fono would be similar to those of the king’s f&no, the ranks 
and p^itions of the persons qualified to speak varying in a 
general^ sliding scale with the size or importance of the area 
which It represented. 
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The word apoo was, according to Davies’s dictionary, the 
term applied in Tahiti to a council or meeting for consultation 
and to the act of consultative meeting. Our knowledge as to 
the proceedings at these meetings in the Society Is^nds is 
limited; but there are some general statements by writers with 
reference to the meetings and the circumstances’ under which 
they were summoned. 

Ellis, speaking of Tahiti, says that the wiU of the king {by 
which he means Pomare) was supreme law^, but that the govern¬ 
ment was not so much despotic as mixed in character—a union 
of monarchy and aristocracy. The king usually had one con¬ 
fidential chief near his person, this chief being his adviser in 
all affairs of importance, and in fact his prime minister; often 
there were ^o or three such advisers. These ministers were 
not responsible to any one else for the advice they gave. So 
great, however, was the influence of the rdatiroy that a measure 
of any importance, such as the declaration of war, or the fitting 
out of the fleet, was seldom undertaken without prior con¬ 
sultation with them* For this purpose friends of the king 
would go among them, and propose the matter in contempla¬ 
tion, or a public council would be convened for its considera¬ 
tion. These councils were usually held m the open air where 
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the cWefs and others formed a circle, in which the orators of 
the different parties took their stations opposite each other. 
These orators were the principal, but not the only speakers; 
the king often addressed the assembly, and the rdatira also 
delivered their sentiments with boldness and freedom. When 
a difference of opinion prevailed, and words ran high, the 
impetuosity of their passions broke through all restraint, and 
sometimes a council ended in scenes of confusion and blood¬ 
shed ; or if it ended without open hostility, the chiefs returned 
to their respective districts, to assemble their tenantry, and 
prepare for war*. Then again, speaking of war, Ellis says that, 
while the customar>' ceremonies [sacrifices, consultations of 
oracles, etc.] were being performed, national councils were 
held. The question of peace or war was usually determined by 
a few leading people — the king, priests and principal chiefs — 
but sometimes the question depended upon the impressions 
produced by popular orators, w’hose speeches were specimens 
of the most impassioned national eloquence*. Bougainville 
says that in matters of consequence the lord of a district did 
not give his decision without the advice of a council*. J. R. 
Forster says that the district chiefs were both a support and a 
check to the king. They formed the great council of the nation, 
and assembled on important affairs, especially those of war and 
peace. Without their consent the king could not execute any 
great achievements, or undertake anything which might in- 
nuence the public peace or safety, or puni^ any great chiefs ; 
and he refers else\v5ierc to the great influence w'hich the chiefs 
of the provinces had in public affairs*. He further tells us that 
the word tourooa signified a meeting or assembly of the states 
(by which he probably meant districts) in Tahiti, at which the 
king, chiefs of provinces, priests, inferior chiefs and manahune 
had the right to sit ; but the //oa, or king’s attendants, though 
present, had to stand®. Moerenhout, speaking of war councils, 
says they w ere generally held in the open air; that the ra^atira, 
possessors of vast landed properties, took their places with their 
superiors, and that, knowing their aid to be necessary, they 
did not fear to give their opinions; that the reasons for and 
against were discussed clearly, passionately, and eloquently; 
and that the opinion of the majority of inferior chiefs sometimes 

• Ellis, vol. Ill, pp. 117 * fWrf- vol. I, p. 278. 
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forced the {by which he means the head chief or king) to 
renounce his plana^ Cuzent says that when, at a solemn kava, 
it was proposed to induce the people to declare war* make 
peace, or sacrifice a prisoner, the priests and chiefs alone 
penetrated the sacred enclosure where kava was prepared; the 
drinking of this produced in them a feverish exaltation, and 
they then, as if possessed by prophetic delirium, suddenly 
appeared in the midst of the people assembled outside the 
maract w^hom they soon kindled by the vehemence of their 
discourse-. De Boris says of the rttatiraj in comparing them 
with the art'ij that it was very necessary for the latter to count 
on them as something, as they represented, not only their 
number and their lands, but also their sub-tenants^ Therefore 
they might with a certain amount of truth boast of being the 
first after the ari'i. They were also auxiliaries of the different 
on*I in the various quarrels, so the support of these fdaiira 
had a certain value, and it became almost necessary to count 
with them, (.e, to consult them sometimes in assemblies, and 
often grant them the word^—one of the most charming pastimes 
for these ^ple [meaning, I take it, that they were allowed to 
discuss]®. The London missionaries refer to an apoo or meeting 
held by the chiefs and tdaihra to settle and arrange certain 
matters affecting the king Pomare^. 1 liave referred in a prerious 
chapter to the events connected with the carrying off by 
Pomare from the misrne at Attahuru of the image of Oro; but 
I draw attention here to the following paragraph referring to 
the prior meeting betw'een the Pomare party and the Attahuru 
people: “After this a council was called, and Pomare, with 
the king [the former was Pomare 1 and the latter the nominaliy 
reigningPomare 11 ] and all the principal ra^^atbra met in the 
marae. The people of Attahuru sat on one side of the ring, 
and the king and Pomare on the other, and the orators on bom 
sides spoke in tums”^. 

1 pause here for a moment to consider ve^ shortly the 
general effect of the evidence up to this point. U is clear that 
the or council meetings of Tahiti, w'cre not held merely 
for the purp ose of issuing orders to the people summoned to 
attend them. They had to be consulted and persuaded, and 
seem to have had considerable freedom of speech, and those 

^ MoerenhDut, vot. ii. pp. 3a tq, * Ciin?nt, pp. 93 m. 

; ^ P' ^3 i P- =47^ * L,M.S. Tram, vol. iti, p. i8g. 

* Ibid, vol. IJ, p. *4. 


SOCIETY ISLANDS 


485 

with whom this was necessary included the ra*atira or middle 
classes. Moreover, the need for this consultation and persuasion 
was not merely local and coniincd to minor matters only affecting 
their own particular districts* According to Ellis, it was generally 
necessary even for king Pomare to introduce them into the dis¬ 
cussion of any measure of importance; J* R, Forster perhaps 
includes even the manahune the people who took part in 

an apoo of what was evidently the several districts of Pomare's 
kingdom, though 1 can hardly think they Tvould speak; 
Moerenhoiit speaks of the part the ra^attra took at ivar councils; 
in the apoo to which the London missionaries refer, and in which 
the rdatira took part, they were discussing matters relating to 
the king; and, though the meeting at Attahuru was not a council 
meeting in the ordinary sense, it must be noticed that Pomare 
had a number of the principal rdatira to help him in the 
negotiations* We must, I think, conclude that these middle 
class landowners had considerable inhuence in matters, great 
and small, and were able to give effect to that influeoce at the 
apoo. 

I will now refer to further evidence, relating to what 1 may 
call the constitutional character of an apoo^ As to this 1 refer 
again to J* R* Forster’s mention of a council, what he calls a 
iourooa, of the ’'states/' which apparently points, not merely 
to a meeting at which all sorts of people of the entire kingdom 
were present, but to one in which the separate districts were 
present as such, being represented, presumably, by persons 
who acted as their accredited delegates. Forster's information 
as to this would probably be obtained from the nor^ part O'f 
Tahiti under the rule or influence of the Pomare family. Miss 
T, Henry also refers to the way in which the people of the 
districts presented themselves before Pomare on state occa¬ 
sions,” which would, I imagine, include a general apoo of all 
of them. She is not apparently in this considering an apoo, but 
the interest of her statement is that she treats it as a matter of 
districts, and says that the Purionuu [Pomare's own district] 
being the first in precedence, took the central position, ^d 
then speaks of the other six districts of Aharoa, extending 
along the coast line from Purionuu to the isthmus^* We have 
information as to the Teva districts on the south coast, for 
Ari*i Taimai tells us that the head chief of the district of 

» 7.jP,S, voL XX, p. 8 . Mk map only ihow-s five such districts; but there is 
some confusiem u to the suWivisKjn of Aharoa, 
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Papara, who was then the official head of all the Teva, could 
summon all the eight Teva districts to either conference or 
war, and they would all respond to the summonsh Tati Salmon 
IS apparently speaking of apoo attended only by chiefs or arPi 
when he says that questions regarding themselves both socially 
and politically w^ere decided by a court whose judges were 
compos^ of the heads of the families having an ancestor 
from the Vaiari temple, whose judgment was final. The 
meetmgs of this court were held in a famous house called Fare 
ura Poumariorio, which stood near the temple of Farepua^ 
Fwo interesting facts are disclosed by this statement. The first 
r ^ wjho took part in the meetings were heads 

01 families, from W'hich w'e may well believe that headship of 
a family or social group w^ the qualification for taking part in 
the larger apoo of which I have already spioken* As regards 
the other, we have seen that, though the head chief of Papara 
politically the head of alt the Teva districts, the Vmari 
iffiief was socially his superior, his family being regarded as 
the original trunk family of all the Teva groups, and that the 
Vaiari marae Farepua w'as recognized as the old historical 
of the Teva. It probably on this ground that, 
ffiough a big meeting dealing with public matters was held in 
Papara, a meeting affeedng the chiefs only was held in Vaiari. 

It is erident from Ellises statement as to the decisions con¬ 
nected with war that there were what I may call private chiefs* 
^uncils^ probably they were not confined to matters of vv^ar. 
According to Davies^ dictionary they were called aparu. If we 
may take what Salmon tells us as to discussions of chiefs in 
Vaiari ^ a ^mple of a usual practice, ^ve must believe that 
these discussions commonly took place in a building, which, 
indeed, is likely enough ; and Cuzent's statement offers an 
example of the holding of such a meeting prior to, and in 
anticipation of, a big open-air 

We have seen that, according to Ellis, the decision to hold 
^ apoQ in the northern area would be made by Poraare and 
his advisers, and that a calling of all the Teva w^ould be decided 
upon by the head chief of Papara, doubtless in consultation 
with his advi^rs; 1 think this would be a general custom for 
small areas, the ruling head of the area and his friends 
deciding to call the meeting. 

^ Ari^j Taimti, S, lo, 
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As regards the summoning of the people, EIHs says that 
when a measure affecting all the inhabitants was adopted^ the 
king^s messenger was sent with a bundle of niau or leaflets. 
On entering a district he went to the habitation of the principal 
chiefs, and, presenting a coconut leaf, delivered the orders of 
the king. The acceptance of the leaf ^vas a declaration of com¬ 
pliance with the requisition, and declining it was an intimation 
of hostility to the measure proposed* Hence the messen^r, 
when he had travelled round the island, reported to the king 
who had received the leaflets and 'who had refused them. 
Chiefs who approved sent their own messengers to their 
respective tenants and dependants, with a coconut leaf for each 
and the orders of the kin|. This coconut leaf was the emblem 
of authority, and requisitions for property or labour, prepara¬ 
tions for war or the convocation of a national assembly were 
made by sending the coconut leaf to those whose service or 
attendance w^as required; and the return or refusal to accept 
it was an insult to the king and a sign of resistance to his 
authority^ It will be noticed that this statement applies to the 
case of a summons to a council meeting, as well as to other 
matters. 

Ari*i Taimai gives an account of the methods adopted for 
summoning a Jotio of the Xeva people of Tahiti. These Teya, 
it will be remembered, were divided into eight groups, occupying 
eight separate districts, of which four (toe Inner Teva) were 
on the south coast of the larger peninsula and four (^c Outer 
Teva) were in the smaller peninsula (Taiarapu); each dialect had 
its own head chief, and at the period now under considemtion 
the head chief of Papara (one of the districts of the Inner Teva) 
was the head or king of all the Teva, It w'as the head chief of 
Papara who could summon the Teva to either conference or w, 
and all the eight districts would respond to his summ^S"* I he 
messengers were the iaio^ [see Middle and Lower Classy j 
of Papara. Ari^i Taimai does not know how many of these 
there were at the period in question, but in her time there vrere 
in Papara fourteen, of whom eight belonged to one sub-district 
and sLx to another. These messengers were divide irUo three 
groups, one for the home district (Papara), one for the other 
three districts of the Inner Teva, and one for the four distncts 
of the Outer 1 eva. The messengers who summoned the thr^ 
other districts of the Inner Teva delivered the summons to the 
^ Elli», vol. nr. p. 122. * Ari‘i Taimai. pp. 8, to- 
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hMd chief of ihe distria of Vaiari, whose predecessors had as 
will be remembered, once been at the head of the Teva and 
whose famdy was older than, and socially superior to, that of 
^apara ; the head chief of Vaiari transmitted the summons 
to the other two districts- The messengers to the Outer Teva 
went to the head chief of one of their four districts- who trans- 
imtted It to the other tJpe^ There was probably some social 
significance in the selection of the districts w'ho were to receive 
the direct summons from Papara and then pass it on to the 
others ; indeed the messenger to Vaiari would in his journey 
there have to p^ through the other two inner Teva aiatricts. 
if he nraveiled by land» Possibly somewhat similar systems 
prevailed m other parts of Tahiti. 

We know practically nothing of the actual proceedings at an 
apoo beyond what has already appeared. If may, I think, be 
assumed that the head chief of the group represented at the 
meeting would be its visible chairman, and we have Ellis's 
statement that Pomare often addressed the assembly, but 
apparently chiefs, or at all events great head chiefs or kings 
often spoke through their official orators. We have seen tMt 
at the Atuhum meeting the Pomares seem to have spoken 
tmough their orators who, I may notice, are spoken of as 

^ ordinary council meeting, but it prob- 
ably illus^ates a practice. The London missionaries, in de- 
smbmg the ratification of peace in the quarrel betw'een Pomare 
[Pomare IJ and Tu [Pomare IIJ, say that their speakers were 
^led on the ground opposite to each other, and there 
toan^ed on the subject of the meeting; and they explab 
that all public business was transacted betw'cen persons called 
taaia-oTi^o^ orators^a body of persons whom I have already 
discussed Queen Pomare {of a later date) had, as her adWsers 
and speakers, her foster father and another man {who, I may 
aay, m fact a near relation and a chief), and one of them 
s^ke for her ^dressinj^ both Fitzroy and the general body 
of the pi^ple^ The Spanish padres, in 1775, were visited by a 
n^d 1 ahitian chief, who was accompanied by his old under- 
chief and spokesman L So aiso the king of Ralatea had a 
per^n who acted as his speaker^ It would seem that some 
of the chiefs also acted as official orators. Queen Pomarc's two 
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spokesmen were chiefs of high rank; and Wheeler says of a 
man Tati (the grandfatherj I may say, of Ari*i Taimai) and his 
brother that they were two of the principal chiefs^, and that 
Tati was considered to be the greatest orator in the island^. 
As regards what I may call the general body of orators, other 
than the higher chiefs, if we consider what ^ve have been told 
as to the iatoai^ and notice some of the duties which they had 
to perform, including in particular that of giving counsel as to 
important events, and remember that they seem to have been 
an intermediate body between the upper cniefe and the ra^atira^ 
we may well believe that their b^y would provide some 
of the speakers* Presumably the rest would be ra^atira. The 
Tahitians perhaps had a practice of offering at their consulta¬ 
tive meetings complimentary speeches comparable with those 
of Samoa. Ari*i Taimai says that every great name had a sort 
of legend or title attached to it, to m^e known in formal 
oratory or poetry the eminence of the chiefs. And Gaussin 
tells us that royal names and feudal names w^ere inseparable 
from the authority attached to them, different districts having 
different names* These names were reserved for solemn occa* 
sions* Often an orator^ in a polldcal conference, would enu¬ 
merate the titles borne by the parties interested^* 


HERVEY ISLANDS 

There is hardly any information about the council meetings 
of the Hervey Islands* Gill says that in Manpia a meeting 
Tvas summoned by the king [that is, the sacred king] as hi^h 
priest of Rongo and all tribS chiefs were bound to attend, with 
a few followers, on behalf of their respective dans^* He tells 
us that the elders and wise men of a tribe constituted the 
tribal council, and that it was the duty of the presiding chief 
to ask the opinion of the elders on any point The paramount 
chief or king” had to endorse the advice of the council of 
elders for it to become law The sacred king used a conch 
shell to summon chiefs and leading men to coundt whenever 
he thought fit®* Gill also says that when the I'ongan tribe 
obtained supremacy, the heads of the clan planted the buha 
tree on their various wiijroe; and that under their shade the 
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^airs of the island were discussed at leisure'. This information 
iMves us m the dark as to what classes of society, other than 
chiefs, were entitled to take part in a meeting called by the 

foUowers who had to attend with the chiefs to the king’s 
sunmons; the references to “elders and wise men” and to 
nf , >“d'ng men” may^haps suggest the inclusion 

of a middle class, Mow that of chiefe. Probably the council 
rn^ung summoned by the sacred king included representatives 
of the whole isMd, whilst that of the Tongan group presum- 
ably only included themselves. 

Thw app^ to be but little information about a Rarotonean 
wunal mating beyond what we are told by Savage, and by 
bmith in his descnption of the seating at the great imirae there, 
to which I have referred in discussing the question of the 
marae as a soa^ centre. It will be remembered that the arikt 
had, sitting on his nght, two persons, of whom one was a man 
who acted as his spokesman. According to Moss, public laws 
scarcely existed, and the few relating to land and its inddents 
were well understood. Councils of greater or less importance 
^d scope were convened, in accordance with the subject to 
w discussed. No one presided at the meeting, and the opposi- 
tion of ^y power^l chief would prevent a dedsion, which 
TOuId only be, with such opposition, impracticable or lead to 
trouble*. Savage says that only heads of families could sit on 
the stones m an an/a s koutu, which he defines as a court of 
royalty, wthinwWch one or more marae were often built, and 
Where all the chids or priests met to discuss any tribal event, 
the head anh taking the prindpal seat*. 

MARQUESAS 

We know very little about the coundl meetings of the 
^ Mathias refers to the possession by each district 

f Nukuhi\a of a chief who was independent enough in his 
^ o^*>ged to have any relations with 

distncts, except as regarded national 
‘he great assemblies of all these 
distnct cluefs, if there was one who was superior to the others 
through the extent or richness of his land, or the number of 
his va^s or farmers, or through his warlike qualities, or some 
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religious dignity^ then he became, so to speak, the hereditary 
prince, or might properly be called a king. The rest, during 
war, or in the assemblies, were only small vassal princes who 
tent him support^ Mathias also says that in war time, and in 
assemblies for the councils of the tribes, the power of the chief 
w^as more or less predominant, according to the titles he 
possessed®. Coulter describes a war council. It w'as held under 
the shade of a large breadfruit tree ; the people taking part in 
it were the principal chiefs, the great body of ^e warriors 
remaining around at some distance awayi; each chief remained 
seated as he gave his opinion, which he did coolly and deli her- 
ately^» 

We have seen that the Teii people of Nukuhiva occupied 
the shores of Anna Maria Bay, and that westward of them, on 
Akani Bay, were the Taioa people; also that the Teh people 
w'ere dirided into a number of separate groups, oc^pying 
different districts within their area, and each liaving its own 
head chief, whilst Moana, the head chief of one of these groups, 
was also the king of all the Teii. Radjguet gives an account of 
hostilities beftveen the Teh and the 1 aioa peoples, in which 
the French acted as mediators, and in doing this he refers to 
the calling together by Moana of all the Ted for the purpose 
evidently of taking part in the discussions and negotiations*. 
Jardin also, speaking of two of the other Marqucsan islands, 
says that if the king of either of them wished to make war on 
a neighbouring island, he assembled the chiefs of the bays and 
valleys, explained to them his reasons for doing so, and made 
suitable arrangements with them j after which he sent into the 
country’ a messenger, fe’e, whose business it was to announce 
to the people the resolutions of the council, and each of the 
latter then armed himself and went to the place of rendcKvous . 

Melville says that “the independent electorsof the valley 
of the Taipii people “were not to be brow-beaten by priests, 
chiefs, idols or devils He comments on the absence of any 
" legal provisions for the W’ell being and conservation of society ; 
adding that nevertheless everything went on there with the 
greatest smoothness, the people seeming to be governed bv a 
sort of tacit common sense law’^. Jar^n says the house or a 
chief was the meeting house {case de miraoir), and was usually 
' Mathias, p. loi* * 

“ Coulter* p* 187. voS. xxli, p. 
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!r‘*,rP“Wic 

houses wS ‘^e 

places wer^ ^ recepPon of guests at the feast 

thirtv metres or more* of 

(Mathias), 'the callLg "oSerof “alflke 

the as^mbhng of the"-£ of he bts1nd^^levWS‘\ 

T^ ?uestou Z"’*’" °'' rfpreseXtives, 

in theSS ^ to take part 

included in the term ** chiefs ” 

valJ^ and the small vassal princes” may have been e^m 

of or the hi ghe r 

whether fherf^ the evidence to show 

of the oublic n!wfv^ council meetings any representatives 
opinion of the general body of the people* 

® j'^ference to the independent electors of the Taipii 
iVfrti^ * ^ were not to be brow-beaten by priests chie?s 

or devils, might have some bearing on the Question^ 

P^'‘“oo would hardly be likely to submit 
control by consultative bodies on which they 
with nut It i we cannot interpret his statement 

if s^>, there would nm^kP i ^ 

the chiefs and thp pI#. i- ^ ^ ^ip bond between 

rrirght well of minor chiefs 

we^should,in stmoa Wasnfr^hT^u^l; 

chief, usually b^ih an if* ^ff^nce to the house of a 
as a meeting house and to^Ba^ll^^ public place, and used 

* Bicisler, p, 205, 
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houses, used for the reception of guests, at the feast places. 
The description of the former is uncommonly like that of a 
Samoan /aleiele^ and that of the latter would be applicable to 
the faleUle. 

PAUMOTU 

I have found no information about council meetings in the 
Paumotuan Islands. 

NIUE 

In the island of Niue a council meeting was called a fono. 
Thomson says that nothing could be done there without a 
decree of a/owo, attended by all the chiefs of tillages and heads 
of families. The fono was half parhament, half h\v court. 
Nothing was too great or too small for its attention, which 
wrould even be given to such matters as an alleged encroach¬ 
ment by a man on a widow^s yam patch, or rudeness of a 
village to a visitor, A village sometimes refused to obey the 
decree of a /ono, in which case the next fono was held in the 
rebellious \4Ilage; this meant a supply of food during the 
meeting, and the fono would then^ on with its meetings until 
the refractory village submitted^, Thomson says elsewhere that 
formerly the only tribunal was the pulangi tau or coimcil of 
war®. The institutions of the island seem, he tells us, always to 
have been republican. In ancient times the ruling power was 
held by the toa or fighting men, and the party that happened 
to be in the ascendant elected a king to be their mouthpiece. 
Since the missionaries had contro'lled the island, there had 
been three kings, elected by the chiefs of villages, who had 
themselves been elected by the people. They governed with 
the consent of the council of these chiefs, which met in the 
open air once a month and carried out their decrees by the 
force of public opinion^. 

Smith says that the patu-iki or head chief of Niue was in 
constant communication with all parts of the island through 
the intermediary of his fono^ and that, though he had an alavaka 
or alanga-vaka as his representative in each village, not only 
these men, but most of the other chiefs also, attended the/ono*. 

The patu or heads of the fangai [famDicsl formed the local 
fono of each village, and did all the speech%ing; and though 
the patu and iki were supreme. Smith thinks that aU decisions 
were the result of a consensus of opinion in the /twio®, 

* Thomson. S.I. pn, 1 
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TOthout consdtmg the assemWy of the people Ea4 

^ Duw /*™' ^ “** ‘leKvered opinion at 

the public consultations, and this had great or little weight 
according to Ac number of his kind^d and his pe^i^ 
^^ties ; so here agam_ we find that the representati^^ho 
took part m these asscmbhes were the heads of families. 

TOKELAU 

Here again in Fakaofo the heads of families formed the 

^mi/TTh*’ ”'*^1 ‘ ®a® head of his own 

family. The people had a house of parliament where they met 

from time to time to make laws lii circumstances miStT" 
quire, and did not meet in the open as in Samoa*. * 

ELLICE ISLANDS 

We have seen Whitmee’s statement as to the differing 

thifiniv government in the several islands of 

the Elhce group, m one of which there was a council of 

chirfs ^tmg the king. Acwrding to Turner, the government 
f ® and five whS formed a 

r “i: fl” business thirteen “other 

h^ds of famihes [from winch we may assume that the council 
of five were such] united with them*. council 

Gre^e, AtaLmd^ voJ, itu p. cio. 
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